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Insanity of the West 


If ever a single event demonstrated the 
_ decadence and insanity presently prevailing 
in the Western World it was the reaction 


of the European nations and the United 
tes to the state of emergency that occ- 
rred in South Africa last month. 

All of us have before us the overwhelm- 
ing evidence, throughout the rest of Africa, 
of what happens to countries on that Con- 
tinent when the firm hand of white rule is 
withdrawn and African ‘freedom’ takes 
over. Right at this very mornent Western 
governments, backed up by all the orches- 
trated breast-beating of ‘liberal’ conscien- 
ces everywhere, are going frantic trying to 
rush out aid to the starving victims of the 
famine in Ethiopia and now The Sudan -- 
a famine that is wholly the result ofthe 
crass incompetence typical of African gov- 
ernments -- while at the very same time 
those governments and their ‘liberal’ hang- 
ers on are doing their level best to create a 
similar situation in South Africa. 

For that is what would inevitably happen 
sooner or later if white control in South 
Africa came to an end. 

Could there ever have been a more lud- 
icrous and preposterous international utter- 
ance than the joint demand made by the 
Foreign Ministers of the EEC that South 
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require such alteration to be made. 
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Africa end the state of emergency that she 


had, quite rightly and inevitably, called 


-when a reign of anarchy and terror broke 


out in her territory instigated with the clear 
object of bringing her to destruction? Not a 
word from the EEC Ministers, or from Pres- 
ident Reagan, in condemnation of the loot- 
ing, the killing and the burning carried out 
by the insurrectionaries, just a pompous 


į reprimand to the South African Government 


for daring to take counter-measures aimed 
at restoring order and peace! 

And this insolent chorus included polit- 
icians, our own Foreign Secretary Sir Geof- 
fry Howe for one, who are supposed to 
belong to the ‘right’. Could anything more 


‘perfectly demonstrate the monstrous forces 


of evil that have infiltrated and taken over 
the corridors of powers of our own ‘establish- 
ment’? 

We had better hope that the authorities 
in South Africa are adequate to the task of 
dealing with the forces of insurrection and 
putting them down efficiently and ruth- 
lessly, for the race war in which South 
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against 
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Africa is engaged is a global one. It affects 
us in Britain just as much as it does the 
White South Africans. We have on our 
own doorstep the very same forces of terror, 
anarchy and barbarism as those with which 
they have to contend. We have them lurk- 
ing in our own inner cities in gathering 
numbers, just waiting the opportunity to 
strike when our guard is down. We had a 
foretaste of this in 1981. We should not 
delude ourselves that it will not happen 
again, and with renewed ferocity next 
time. 


\ 


ee ee ee Oe eR es a See 


In the meantime, instead of denigrating 
the efforts of South Africa’s Whites to pre- 
serve their country, we should be supporting 
them. They are fighting our struggle — 
even if our pea-brained politicians do not 
recognise it. 


Dangerous admission 


Chancellor Lawson was reported last 
month as responding to a CBI request for a 
lowering of interest rates by saying that this 
would do harm to the Government's battle 
against inflation. By making such a state- 


ment, the Chancellor, whether he realised 
it or not, was making a dangerously frank 
acknowledgement of the evils of our mon- 
etary system. 

What Mr. Lawson meant was that a 
lowering of the rates of interest could lead 
to an increase in borrowing and that this 
would be inflationary. Why would it and 


how would it?. Only if the act of money 


being borrowed resulted in the bringing of 
more money into the economy without this 
being backed by a commensurate increase 
in real national wealth. 

But are we not taught, or at least en- 
couraged to believe, that such acts of bor- 
rowing involve, not the creation of new 
money, but only the transfer of already 
existing money from one place to another? 

What the Chancellor has in fact admit- 
ted is that money, when it is borrowed 
from the banks, is money newly created — 
for in no other circumstances could it have 
an effect that was inflationary. 

The inflationary effect is of course the 
result, not only of the creation of the 
money itself, but also of the interest pay- 
able on it — which debt is written into the 
cost of every article and service for sale. 

The question therefore has to be asked: 
why is it permissible for banks to create 
new money in this way and be paid interest 
for doing so but not permissible for the 
Government to create it interest-free? 


Back to Keynes 


This question leads us to take a look at 
the latest movement of dissent against the 
Government to come from the Tory ranks, 
namely the formation of the ‘Centre For- 
ward group of backbench Conservative MPs 
under the nominal leadership of Sir Francis 
Pym. 

At the centre of the dissent of the Pym- 
mites is their opposition to the monetarist 
policies of Mrs. Thatcher, which are starv- 
ing industry of the finance that it needs for 
expansion. Yet in putting forward its alter- 
native to these policies the group excludes 
any suggestion that the Government might 
itself create the money necessary to end 
the starvation of industry — and do so as a 
free gift to the economy instead of as an 
interest-bearing debt. All that the group 
offers is a return to the stale and discred- 
ited Keynesian policies of debt-financing 
which have failed disastrously in the past 
and are a certain recipe for galloping in - 
flation. 

To anyone not acquainted with the 


pean 


inside workings of British politics, it might 


seem incredible that men of education and’ 


experience of political economy giving 
their minds to the problems besetting the 
country cannot see the obvious absurdity of 
paying interest to the bankers on money 
they have created out of nothing and can - 
not come forward with alternative policies 
that would eliminate this evil and restore 
the economy to health. 

The truth is of course that the absurdity 
is seen — and no doubt understood very 
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well by a not inconsiderable number of 
politicians. Those politicians, however, 
also understand the limits of permissible 
dissent that are laid down by the system. 
They know what policies they may or may 
not put forward. They know that to the real 
masters who pull the strings behind the 
squalid racket that masquerades under the 


name of ‘democracy’ policies of financial 
reform that would remove this unearned 
prerogative of the bankers constitute one of 


the system’s most serious taboos, the mere 


discussion of which spells an end to any 
politician's- career -- as Captain Henry 
Kirby found out in the 1960s, when, after 
tuition from A.K. Chesterton in financial 
matters, he tabled a motion in the House 
of Commons which would have taken away 
control of the nation’s money from the 
bankers and restored it to the representat- 
ives of the British people. Not only was the 
motion overwhelmingly rejected but Cap- 
tain Kirby's political advancement sub- 
sequently came to a stop and shortly after- 
wards he prematurely died. 

The silence of the Pym ‘group on these 


matters is just one more demonstration of 


the utter phoneyness of the so-called ‘dis- 
senting’ and: ‘reformist’ groups that exist 
within the system and underlines the truth 
that they do not warrant being taken with 
the slightest seriousness. ; 


Right to march 


It was an abominable decision of state 
that caused the Loyalist Royal Ulster Cons- 
tabulary to become engaged in a confront- 
ation, involving violent clashes od 
Loyalist Orange paraders in Northern Ire- 
land on July 12th. 

It was entirely right for the Loyalists to 
go ahead with their traditional marches in 
the Province on the 12th July. Some very 
foolish people have argued that such 
marches should be routed away from Cath- 
Olic areas — on the grounds that to the in- 
habitants of those areas they would be 
regarded as a ‘provocation’, in much the 
same way as it is argued that Nationalists 
on the Mainland should not be allowed to 
march anywhere near immigrant areas — 
again because of ‘provocation’. We totally 
repudiate this line of argument because we 
cannot accept that there can be any part of 
the United Kingdom that should be ‘out of 
bounds’ to people engaging in British pat- 
riotic demonstrations — merely because 
certain other people not loyal to Britain 
and who do not identify with Britain find 
their presence in those areas ‘provocative’. 

Anyway, as far as ‘provocation’ is con- 
cerned it should by now be perfectly clear 
to the authorities and to the people who are 
always shouting the odds against patriotic 
demonstrations that those who are ‘pro- 
voked’ by them invariably go out of their 
way to be so, usually travelling distances to 
the event for that vert purpose. 

Real and genuine provocation is some- 
thing we can only classify as such when it 
arouses the anger and resentment of per- 
fectly ordinary people who are not present 
on the occasion for any political motive 
but are just there going about their private 
business, It is hardly ever the case that 
people of this kind are ‘provoked’ in the 
sense of being induced to commit acts of 
disorder, so that the whole argument about 
‘provocation’ falls flat on its face. 

On the other hand, if there actually are 
people who are ‘provoked’ anywhere in the 


United Kingdom by the sight of a British 
patriotic demonstration, those people have 
no business being in this country in the first 
place. 

It is almost certain that the fine men of 
the RUC must have intensely disliked their 
assignment on July 12th. Whoever ordered 
that they go out on that assignment is a 
criminal fool who caused much gladness to 
the enemies of Ulster and of Britain. 


Blow for Mengele industry? 


Is the corpse recently discovered in 
Brazil that of Dr. Josef Mengele or is it 
not? There seems to be a very strong weight 
of medical and scientific evidence that it 
is. Should this be the case, there is one 
group of people who will be deeply disapp- 
ointed. 

This group will be the proprietors, 
shareholders, principal spokesmen and em- 
ployees of what has come to merit being 
called the ‘Mengele industry’. For the 
epic of the German Doctor’s alleged escape 
to and exile in South America has given 


rise to a truly vast business in literature, © 


journalism, publishing and propaganda that 
spans the world. “Is he here? Is he there? 
The Frenchies seek him*everywhere!” they 
used to say of the legendary Scarlet Pim- 
pernel, and we know of course that the trail 
of a fugitive, whether good guy or bad guy, 
always excites popular interest and imag- 
ination and provides the basis for a good 
story. 

Repeated detailing of Mengele’s all- 
eged crimes -- without the accompanying 
fascination of his being still ‘on the mn — 
would be boring in the extreme, except to 
those few morbid minds obsessed with such 
matters. But attach to Mengele, or any 
other supposed war criminal, the Pimpernel 
label of being the object of a big internat- 
ional manhunt and you provide an extra 
audience for the ‘Holocaust’ propagandists 
running into many millions. 

And propaganda is of course the main 
object of the whole exercise of ‘Nazi hun- 
ting’, directed and co-ordinated by Simon 
Wiesenthal from his office in Vienna. One 
detected in Wiesenthal a distinct lack of 
enthusiasm in his acceptance, when inter- 
viewed on TV, of Mengele’s probable 
death. Apart from being denied the fest- 
ivities attendant on the Doctor’s capture 
alive, his bringing to ‘trial’ (almost cer- 
tainly in Israel) and his ritual execution, 
Wiesenthal no doubt was conscious of yet 
another reminder of the march of time. We 
are now 40 years on from World War II. 
Anyone old enough to have enjoyed a pos- 
ition of responsibility in Hitler’s Reich will 
now be well advanced in years. It will not 
be too long before all are dead. Then 
where are Wiesenthal & Co. going to turn 
in their quest for fugitives from ‘justice’ — 
and the weaving around that quest of stories 
of the hunt designed to relieve the tedium 
of the masses and keep their minds still 
focussed on Nazi ‘horrors’? Obviously some 
new formula will have to be found. We are 
sure dear Simon and his associates will be 
grateful to receive your ideas! 
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HONEYFORD: THE UNACCEPTABLE 


FACE OF PERSECUTION 


STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT retraces a saga of left- -wing and 
preg orn intolerance any official cowardice 


THE HONEYFORD AFFAIR may be 
regarded as a cause celebre by the media and 
the uninformed members of the indigenous 
population, but in reality it is one symptom, 
one facet, of the pattern of multi-racial 
intolerance which has developed and is now 
_ reaching its crescendo in Britain. 

In Bradford, the site of the Honeyford 
fiasco and a city which has become the 
mirror image of sectarian and racially torn 
cities on the Indian sub-continent, the 
Honeyford Affair is simply the latest event 
in a history of suppression of the white point 
of view and the persecution of its exponents. 
‘Democracy’, in this context, is government 
by aliens and their white political acolytes, 
and the submergence of our national con- 
ventions and traditions in a morass of multi- 
racial mediocrity. 

It is wise to remember that the logical 
application of the rule of the majority would 
lead to the government of the world by 
insects; perhaps the anti-racist, multi-racial 
lepidosauria which defile so many of our 
cities signal the last debilitating strain of 
democratic decadence. The British people 
are subjected to social conditioning by the 
monopoly manipulators of the mass media, 
governed by the agents of.the world usurers 
of speculative international finance and then 
convinced that they participate in govern- 
ment by having their cauterised craniums 
counted. This process of social conditioning 
has two faces: the process of encouragement 
for those who conform to the patterns of the 
consensus Establishment and the process of 
discouragement when the forces of our 
‘democratic’ society are marshalled against 
those who express politically non-conformist 
opinions, e.g. social ostracism, the loss of 
employment, defamation by lies, allegories 
and innuendos — in other words by the most 
pernicious persecution. 


INTOLERANCE 


Throughout history manipulative, oligar- 
chical elites have disowned, disembowelled 
and disinherited those of independent mind 
who have advanced anti-establishment views. 
Copernicus, Rienzi and Latimer all suffered 
from the intolerance of their societies, but 
latter-day holders of minority views who 
suffer persecution for their belief face the 
monopolism of their multi-racial Establish- 
ment enemies who hide behind the hypo- 
critical guise of that egalitarian opiate 
‘democracy’. Democracy for those of 
Nationalist persuasion means the denial of 
civil and human rights and exposure to the 
violence of the red and black anti-racist mob. 

Nationalists, unlike our ‘democratic’ 
opponents, place emphisis upon individuality 
and do not expect perceptive individuals to 
merge into an unthinking, compliant 
`- amorphous mass. We accept, within our own 
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movement, the right to differ and, in conse- 
quence, we are sensitive to the righis of those 
with whom we disagree without finding it 
necessary to genuflect to the altar of 
hypocritical democratic decadence. 

The major sufferers from the democratic 
drive towards mass conformity are those 
who follow the path of academic and 
intellectual integrity or religious commitment 
and those who dedicate their lives to the 
noble cause of racial nationalist idealism. 
There have been many cases of the 
persecution of academics and teachers for 
holding inconvenient views, but the one 


which runs parallel with the Honeyford case. 
was the infamous ‘Monkey Theory’ trial in’ 


the United States, when teachers who taught 
Darwinism and were declared evolutionists 
were pilloried and prosecuted by religious 
fundamentalists in the ‘Bible belt’. Since the 
establishment of the multi-racial, multi- 
cultural and multifarious society in Britain 
we have seen political, legal and religious 
contortions reminiscent of the worst excesses 
practised in the spirit of uninformed bigotry 
in the most backward areas of the United 
States. The case which has attracted the most 
attention in terms of an example of ethnic 
minority-directed persecution with left-wing 
political support is that expose of multi-racial 
malevolence ‘The Ray Honeyford Affair’. It 
must however be examined against the 
broader backcloth of Bradford’s post-war 
history to appreciate its social significance 
and its implications for the future. 

Bradford has a long history of assimilation 
of immigrants from the continent of Europe. 
Its pre-war position as the woollen capital of 
the. world attracted Germans and Flemings 
into the area and even before the First World 
War a large and thriving German community 
existed in the city. Following the Second 
World War, Bradford fostered communities 
of Ukranians, Poles, Latvians, Lithuanians 
and Estonians, who asked for nothing and 
counted it a privilege to be allowed to live in 
this country. The children of these immigrants 
entered the schools and immediately identi- 
fied with the culture of the host country 
whilst keeping their national culture and 
traditions alive by extra-curricular studies 
and activities organised within their ethnic 
communities. The parents of these children 
were hard-working and disciplined and shared 
a common European culture and racial 
identity with the indigenous population of 
these islands. 


FIRST WAVE OF ASIANS 


In those days immediately following the 
war there was little crime, no political 
disorder and no Afro-Asian community in 
Bradford. The first wave of coloured immi- 
grants, mainly Punjabis and Pakistanis, 
arrived in the late forties and early fifties 


and sought employment in the woollen mills. 
They created their own ghettos in the 
Manningham and Leeds Road areas of the 
city and continued with their lives in much 
the same way as they had in their native 
towns in India and Pakistan. They portrayed 
the same -caste and religious prejudices as 
they had in their native countries but mainly 
against their own co-nationals. The principal 
concern in those days was not Asian political 
militancy but a fear. of long extinct diseases 
which were endemic in the Asian community 
and now began to menace the total 
community. 


THE AUTHOR 
Stanley Clayton-Garnett, an ex-headmaster 
in Bradford himself, has had exensive 
experience of campaigns of intimidation 
against non-conformist teachers by the race 
relations lobby in the area. 


The absence of social orientation and the 
inability to communicate in English by this 
transplanted, mainly rural Asian population 
created an almost unsupportable burden for 
the education and health authorities and 
stimulated the greatest growth industry, in 
terms of the immigrant community, the 
Social Security office. Illegal immigration 
to this land flowing with milk and Social 
Security payments was rife, and the immi- 
grant community, like Topsy, began to grow 
and grow. 

These early immigrants were not politically 
organised or militant, and apart from taking 
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full advantage of what was on offer they 
made few demands and conformed, in 
general, with the social order of the country. 
Then the open-door policy and largesse of 
successive Labour governments, unrevoked 
by Conservative administrations, increased 
the population and the aspirations of these 
transplanted aliens. 

The parties of the Left quickly realised 
the value of the Asian vote, and by the 
Seventies, reinforced by the discriminatory 
Race Relations Act, we now saw the emerg- 
ence of black, militant elitism, with the 
relegation of the white citizen to a position 
of second class status in his own country. If 
the renegade white politician saw the value 
of the black vote, the black leaders also saw 
that they could manipulate this voting 
power to wring concessions and benefits 
from the puling minions of the multi-racial 
Establishment. The bacillus of ‘positive 
discrimination’, though not yet defined by 
Scarman, had begun to grow in the fetid 
climate of white capitulation. Politicians of 
all the mainstream parties began to fear a 
position of electoral disadvantage if they did 
not grovel before the mullahs and mulattos. 

The white population of Bradford, whilst 
expressing concern at the ever-growing Asian 
community, seemed to exist in a politically 
comatose state: a state induced perhaps by 
the exemplary behaviour of previous immi- 
grant groups of white European origin. The 
awakening came in the late Seventies and 
early Eighties, when the whites began to 
notice a marked change in the attitude of 
the aliens of Asian origin; suddenly many of 
them were demanding, militant and dis- 
missive of the interests and culture of the 
host community. They were organised into 
militant racial organisations such as the 
Pakistani Association and the Asian Youth 
Movement, which maintained close links 
with extreme Leftist groups like the 
Revolutionary Communist Party. The main- 
stream concentration of voting power, 
organised to pursue exclusive racial interests, 
ensured that their leaders would achieve 
leadership roles in the Labour Party and the 
other parties of self-interest. Asian leaders, 
like Mohammed Ajeeb, now Lord Mayor of 
Bradford, exploited their positions in these 
parties to inflict the obscenity of Muslim 
ritual slaughter for the provision of Halal 
meat in schools upon a traditional Christian 
city and, with the aid of their left-wing 
acolytes led by Councillor Reuben Goldberg, 
sought to discourage white opposition by 
violent demonstrations. 


ALIEN VALUES 


In this way they succeeded in imposing 
alien Asian values upon most aspects of the 
city’s life. It was logical that the main thrust 
of this alien attack should be directed against 
the educational services and that it should be 
‘justified’ by the tired old chestnut of ‘anti- 
racism’. Teachers, it was said, had middle 
class ‘racist’ concepts and tended to discrimi- 
nate against Asian children, thus leading to 
educational under-achievement by these 
children, with its consequent disadvantage 
and social humiliation. It was necessary, so 
the argument ran, to correct the attitudes 
of these teachers and also to purge the 
educational material which they used to 
reinforce racially ‘unacceptable’ teaching. 


Books were purged, history was rewritten 
and even the standard English dictionaries 
came under scrutiny because they were 
alleged to contain words with racial 
connotations. 

The ‘rights’ of the immigrant Asians 
became paramount, with little emphasis 
being placed upon their duties or their 
responsibilities. The requirements of the 
1944 Education Act that the school day 
should begin with a collective act of Christian 
worship was circumvented and replaced by 
the ‘secular assembly’, so that the charge of 
‘racism’ or religious discrimination could be 
avoided. Teachers were required to attend 
‘Racial Awareness Courses’ staffed by 
militant and often racially arrogant members 
of the ethnic minority communities. Anthony 
Doran, a Daily Mail reporter, attended one 
of these courses and reported his findings in 
his paper on 13th March 1984. I quote 
pertinent extracts from a rather long article. 


“An education revolt is taking place in 
Bradford with serious implications for the 
rest of the country. In other parts of Britain 
left-wing councillors are attempting to force 
these race courses on teachers. 

“What exactly is a racisth awareness course? 
To find out, I joined the Bradford course 
that Mrs Woodman (headteacher) has 
sacrificed her job to avoid. I arrived at 
Wingfield, a large, detached country house 
in Bingley on the edge of Ilkley Moor. My 
first lesson was to understand that our tutors 
were not to be called race trainers but 
‘workshop fabricators’. We were introduced 
to three workshop fabricators: West Indian 
Erskine Grant, Asian Nadira Mirza and 
convent-educated White Pat Dixon. At 
various stages in the course we were asked 
to act different white stereotype characters. 
I was to be a white woman magistrate who 
dealt harshly with an Asian debt defector, 
having just let a more guilty White get away 
with a worse crime in my court. My per- 
formance won full marks. Our next game 
was to be the creation of a racist school. We 
prepared a curriculum to discriminate against 
blacks and Asians and to perpetuate the 
values of a dominant white society. At one 
point, Bradford Conservative Councillor 
Mrs Winnie Clavering, a fellow student, 
ventured to suggest that by creating racial 
awareness courses, there was a danger of 
drawing more public attention to a problem 
with the possible effect of heightening 
intolerance. This, she was told, was more 
white racist thinking. 

Perhaps most alarming, though, was the 
assertion that only Whites can be racial.. 


-At the end, Councillor Ajeeb was not 
satisfied that the Whites on the course fully 
appreciated that white society was racist 
and must find a solution to the problem. 
Frankly the course was divisive. In my view 
it would serve to create hostility between 
races. I had a dramatic confirmation of my 
fears at Wingfield House. 
Queueing for a cup of coffee in the canteen, 
I was confronted by one of my fellow 
students, a towering black man called 
Aubrey Dean, who works for Bradford 
Social Services Department. 

Without provocation he began berating me 
because I was a symbol of white oppression 
— even though we had not met before. 

Courses like these cost ratepayers up to 
£600 each. They have already been held in 
Camden, Greenwich, Wandsworth, Reading, 
Manchester, Newcastle, Birmingham, 
Haringey, Hackney and Avon”. 


In Bradford this attempt at diluting our 
white culture with its attendant multi-racial 


‘forced feeding’ met with strong resistance 


from some headteachers and with mani- 
festations of sheer distaste from others. 
Some teachers tended initially to treat these 
circuses with ridicule and contempt, but 
through the realisation that if they did not 
submit themselves to this multi-racial therapy 
they would not be allowed to keep their 
jobs, and that unless they showed suitable 
enthusiasm their promotional opportunities 
would be nil, many went through the 
pretence cí being avid anti-racists. Head- 
teachers were told that they would not be 
allowed to make appointments to the staffs 
of their schools unless they subjected them- 
selves to this ritual humiliation. The net 
result of this exercise was that in 1983 
41 headteachers applied for early retirement, 


_ having had enough. 


RESISTANCE 


Three headteachers resisted the 
Authority’s multi-racial policy in depth — 
but not necessarily for the same reasons. The 
three, “hardnosed headteachers”, as they were 
called by some members of the educational 
advisory service, consisted of a gentleman I 
shall call Harry, Ray Honeyford and myself. 
Our fates as the result of our intervention 
were different but we all suffered the same 
venomous reaction from the multi-racial 
Establishment of Bradford. 

Harry was an energetic, highly respected 
headteacher who was regarded as an authority 
on middle school education. He had enjoyed 
the position, in educational terms, of being 
one of Bradford’s favourite sons, but he was 
also concerned, honest and forthright and 
dedicated to his school and to his profession. 
He expressed his views on the Council’s 
multi-racial policy in devastating terms 
backed by his wide professional experience. 
He suddenly and for no good reason found 
himself the target for professional criticism 
from left-wing members of his staff and also 
by coincidence from the officers of the 
Authority. When asserting his position as 
head of the school against his left-wing, multi- 
racial colleagues he found that he was also in 
conflict with officers of the Authority, who 
took the part of the teachers in opposition 
to him, leaving him in an impossible position 
in terms of staff management. 

The moment of his greatest humiliation 
was when he was abused in a multi-racial 
seminar by teachers of left-wing persuasion 
and devotees of multi-racialism as “a racist 
and the sort of person who would beat up 
Pakistanis on a Saturday night.” A more 
unlikely role for this dedicated and sensitive 
man could not have been devised, and he 
took this public attack very much to heart. 
He could not understand why some teachers 
had ‘sold out’ to the multi-racial lobby in 
order to enhance their promotional chances 
and he could not understand why he who 
had been so esteemed had fallen from grace 
with the Authority for expressing a profes- 
sional opinion. He came very close to a 
nervous breakdown and finally retired, 
ending his professional career, as he saw it, 
under a cloud. 

My own position was rather different 
because I was the head of the country’s first 
purpose-built and most prestigious: middle 
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HONEY FORD: THE 
UNACCEPTABLE FACE 


OF PERSECUTION 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


school: a school which received over three 
thousand visitors a year from all parts of 
the world. I was the middle schools’ repre- 
sentative nationally at conferences and I 
had been appointed to my post by advisers 
and politicians of the Bradford Metropolitan 
District Council. I had made a number of 
educational films and appeared on the radio 
and in televised educational programmes on 
the BBC which were generally regarded as 
the definitive word on middle school 
education. I was also known for having a 
caustic tongue and for not being in awe of 
my superiors. In other words, I was a rather 
difficult person to target without embarras- 
sing questions being asked of my critics. 
My anti multi-racialism included caustic 
comment in headteachers’ meetings and 
joining with colleagues of like mind in 
demolishing the arguments of the multi- 
racialists and pouring scorn upon their 
camp-followers. 

The assumed attitude of the Authority 
was: “Well we know SCG — he is just being 
naughty.” On one occasion the Director of 
Education threatened, in a jocular way, to 
exile me to the neighbouring Authority of 
Kirklees following one of my virtuoso 


performances at a meeting called on the 


pretence of ‘curriculum development’ but 
which turned out to be an exercise in multi- 
racial indoctrination. The female multi- 
racial adviser left the room in tears following 
a scathing response to her attempts at ‘forced 
feeding’. The following day I received a 
visit from one of Bradford’s educational 
advisers, a committed multi-racialist, who 
said that they could not understand how 
someone they respected and liked could 
hold such reprehensible views, although she 
was sure that I did not really mean the things 
which I had said at the meeting. I stated my 
position in a most uncompromising way, 
without the customary levity, leaving her in 
no doubt that I would resist the Authority’s 
policy by all legitimate means. 


DISAPPROVAL 


The chill wind of disapproval began to 
blow from City Hall, although it was always 
projected as being in sorrow rather than anger 
and expressed with the hope that I would 
become more sympathetic to the Council’s 
objectives. I decided to leave the educational 
service to pursue my political activities from 
a more secure position and to restructure my 
life. In spite of my views, officers of the 
Authority were sent to school to ask me to 
change my mind and to continue with my 
profession. I deduced that I was still useful 
to them and that they reasoned that they 
would have more control over my activities 
while I was still in the educational service, 
but I could not sell my principles nor could 
I exist in the enervating climate of grovelling 
hypocrisy and galloping multi-racialism with 
any comfort for my conscience. I left the 
teaching profession and joined the BNP. I 
was immediately denounced by the leaders 
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FROM THE LABORATORY OF MULTI-RACIAL 


EDUCATION 
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of the Council and all teachers were forbidden 
to associate with me on pain of dismissal, 
and I was also banned from entering any 
school in the City of Bradford. Shades of 
Islamabad! 

Ray Honeyford was a much younger man 
than most of the other dissenters. When | 
left the service he would be approaching 49, 
and he is now 51 years of age dnd remains 
the sole voice of dissent within the Bradford 
Authority. In this position of isolation he is 
not only a constant provocation, but a moral 
inconvenience which is seen as an obstacle to 
be removed. Honeyford’s opposition to the 
Authority’s policy was well known long 
before he wrote his articles in the Salisbury 
Review. He had stated his opposition to the 
policy consistently and without hesitation 
whenever the opportunity arose from the 
first day of his appointment to the Bradford 
Authority. He is certainly not a racist, because 
he believes in the assimilation of all racial 
groupings into an integrated community 
dedicated to the service of Britain and 
inspired by a collective patriotism. He is 
opposed to ‘positive discrimination’ in favour 
of any ethnic group and believes in an even- 
handed approach to all communities. He 
argues for the disadvantaged irrespective of 
racial or social grouping and this is what 
brought him into sharp conflict with the 
Bradford Authority prompted by the 
pressure from the ‘anti-racist’ lobby. 

Ray Honeyford saw the deprivation of 
the white child in schools with a predominant 
Asian population and which therefore 
reflected the mirror culture of the Indian 
sub-continent. This concern for the deprived 
and the underdog is probably due in part to 
his having been born in the slums of 
Manchester as one of a family of eleven 
children and having to work during the day 
so that he might study at night in order to 
obtain the academic qualifications which led 
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to his being awarded an MA degree along 
with his other professional qualifications. 
His original predilictions were Socialist but 
in recent years he has moved gradually to 
the Right, and he is now a member of the 
Conservative Party. 


TELLING THE TRUTH 


When he spoke of Pakistan being the drugs 
capital of the world and proclaimed on the 
social reasons for the poor performance of 
West Indian children in school, he may have 
been a little naive considering his vulnerable 
position, but he was doing what he does best 
— telling the unvarnished truth. The real 
enormity of the campaign against Ray 
Honeyford is that his views have been known 
for so long by the Bradford Authority and- 
even though they did not approve of them 
they accepted them as an honest expression 
of professional opinion. It is significant that 
only after demonstrations organised by the 
lunatic Left, to exploit racism for its own 
political advantage, did the Authority 
through weakness and trepidation capitulate 
to the forces of violence and bigotry. The 
commencement of the campaign against Ray 
Honeyford coincided with the sudden 
appearance on the political scene of one 
Miss Jenny Woodward, who, along with 
former ANL leader Councillor Reuben 
Goldberg, directed the on-going programme 
of persecution. She is the same Jenny 
Woodward who was also much in evidence at 
the disrupted BNP meeting held in Bradford. 
Who is this person who co-ordinates most 
left-wing campaigns from Halal to Honeyford, 
who has apparently come out of the wood- 
work, and who has such powerful control 
over the political rabble of the Left? 

Mr Raymond Honeyford has been sub- 


Contd. on next page 


jected to the humiliating and harrowing 
experience of seeing his school taken over by 
educational advisers acting in the capacity of 
‘educational broker’s men’ who sought to 
find shortfalls in his school’s organisation 
and curriculum. Predictably, areas of 
deficiency were discovered in his multi-racial 
approaches and particularly in areas covering 
his communication with the Asian Commun- 
ity. In terms of general competence and 
educational provision no fault could be 
found. Honeyford has been falsely accused 
and prevented by the Council from refuting 
the worst allegations made against him by 
his opponents. He has been suspended from 
duty and tried by the media and by his 
school’s governing body. 

In early July the school’s governors 
announced the result of their inquiry into 


the allegations made against Mr Honeyford. | 


They said that the charges against him had 
not been fully established and that he should 
be reinstated. The governors announced their 
decision in a way calculated to placate the 
Asian community and the cloned opposition. 
The statement that the charges had not been 
fully established left the door ajar for further 
demonstrations, Asian pupils’ strikes and 
incitement by the irresponsible Left. Reuben 
Goldberg and other left-wing governors had 
walked out of the inquiry at an early stage 
and when the governor’s decision was 
announced they said that it changed nothing, 
that it was predictable and that the campaign 
would continue. 


‘FINAL WARNING’ 


On the 13th July an attempt was made by 
the Authority, under threat from the National 
Association of Head Teachers that would 
take Mr Honeyford’s case to the High Court, 
to reach an agreement with Mr Honeyford 
on possible terms for reinstatement. Included 
in the agreement was to be a Final Warning, 
based upon the Authority’s disciplinary code, 
to Mr Honeyford. Within the code such a 
procedure means that if Mr Honeyford was 
adduced to have offended within the next 
twelve months then he could be summarily 
dismissed. In other words, the Authority 
went through the motions of responding to 
the school governors’ recommendation but 
on such terms that it was unacceptable. The 
case now goes to the High Court. 

The options open to the education 
authority are now few. Through its weakness 
in not facing the initial campaign resolutely 
it gave it strength and a pseudo-credibility. 
The Authority is now faced with a situation 
which has gone full circle and because of its 
supine prevarication presents it with a 
reduced range of face-saving options. The 
scenario is as before: 


(a) The Authority succumbs to the 
demands of the Asian ethnic imperial- 
ists or it suffers accusations of racism, 
faces large-scale volatile demonstra- 
tions and the withdrawal of up to 
98 per cent of the school population 
of Drummond Middle School. 


(b) The Authority tries to place Mr 
Honeyford in a post of similar status 
in some other school within its 
boundaries. This option is not possible 


(c) 


(d) 


(e) 


(f) 
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because Mr Honeyford would need | 


to compete against other candidates 
to avoid the charge of nepotism and 


therefore would have no guarantee . 
that he would obtain the appointment. 


If he were successful, then the 
question of ‘undue influence’ might 
still be raised by the professional 
associations and, if he failed, the 
Authority would be back in square 
one. Such a solution would not 
placate the ethnic minorities and they 
would continue with their programme 
of disruption because they are 
prepared to accept nothing less than 
the dismissal of Honeyford and to be 
seen to have achieved a great ‘anti- 
racist’ victory. 


Perhaps some arrangement could be 
concluded with some other Authority 
to appoint Mr Honeyford to a com- 
parable post away from Bradford. 
This of course would require Mr 
Honeyford’s agreement, and the 
professional objections of nepotism 
would still apply and, in any event, 
which Authority wishes to foster 
another’s problems? After all, per- 
nicious anti-racism now has a national 
dimension. 


Mr Honeyford could be offered a 
financial settlemt which he could not 
refuse. So far he has felt able to resist 
the financial bribes which would have 
got the Authority ‘off the hook’ and 
ignominiously ended his professional 
career. It is difficult to assess if this 
refusal is due to the low level of 
financial reward for such an action or 
to his high principles. I would wish to 


believe the latter, whilst recognising: 


the possibility of the former. The fact 
is that Mr Honeyford could pursue 
his professional career for another 
fourteen years. His current salary is 
around £15,000 per annum and 
presumably this is the base figure 
upon which a.settlement would be 
concluded. He would require that his 
superannuation rights would be 
guaranteed and index-linked and that 
he would in no way be financially dis- 
advantaged. An acceptable financial 
solution would be a compensatory 
payment of around £210,000 plus his 
superannuation lump sum and 
pension following a notional period 
of service of forty years. If this 
solution were on offer then it would 
be at the expense of Bradford rate- 
payers and should be strenuously 
resisted — not on the grounds of 
paying off Mr Raymond Honeyford 
but on the principle of not buying 
off the Asians. 


The Authority could dismiss Mr 
Honeyford and contest the subse- 
quent litigation in the High Court, 
but following the recommendations 
of the governing body and the flimsy 
case against Mr Honeyford the 
damages could be heavy and, once 
again, would be ultimately accounted 
against the ratepayers of Bradford. 


The Authority could attempt to 


_ continue with the ‘Mexican stand-off? 


situation, which appears to be the 
current strategy, in which neither 
party does anything decisive in the 
hope that time will heal and facilitate 
a return to normalcy. This appears 
now to be a bankrupt theory which 
has run its course. Mr Honeyford will 
not wait, the NAHT will not wait, and 
it will produce a further extension of 
the agony and further opportunities 
for more left-wing, Asian jamborees. 


The options which I have listed appear to 
offer little hope of an honourable and 
satisfactory solution for Mr Honeyford, and 
the NAHT has now indicated its intention 
to take his case to the High Court. 

The only effective solution is for the 
Bradford Council to show strength and 
reinstate Mr Honeyford in the face of the 
concerted opposition of the disruptive Left. 
This would be a popular decision because 
most of the white population of the city 
supports Mr Honeyford’s stance and the 
perceptive and responsible elements within 


the ethnic minority community realise that 


this pernicious and provocative fiasco is. 
not doing their cause any good and is, in 
fact, making the case for the British National 
Party and other Nationalist groups. 

The Authority should exert its managerial 
responsibilities under the 1944 Education 
Act and insist, under the law, that Mr 
Honeyford’s pupils, irrespective of colour, 
must attend school. Parents who keep their 
children away from school for political or 
racial reasons should be prosecuted under 
the Act. Incitors and agitators who, for 
political gain, exploit this situation of their 
creation should be prosecuted under the 
provisions of the Public Order Act. It should 
be made plain that there will be no vacillation 
nor compromise and that those Asians who 
persist in defying the laws of this our country 
will be subject to deportation procedures. I 
doubt if many Asians read the Salisbury 
Review or understand that they are being 
used as political pawns by their left-wing 
exploiters but they do understand authority 
and strength and this is the only basis for a 
speedy and permanent solution. Perhaps the 
Bradford Authority should look at the 
precedents established by the President of 
Pakistan, General Zia al Hacq. 


LESSON FOR US 


It is difficult to see what the ultimate 
solution of the Honeyford Affair will be, 
mainly because whatever solution is achieved 
will be a compound of weakness, vacillation 
and expediency. What does emerge from this 
situation is a lesson for the white population 
of this country, which have seen the violation 
of its institutions, Indian sub-continental- 
type demonstrations, the persecution of a 
dedicated headteacher for daring to hold an 
alternative opinion to that of the multi-racial 
Establishment and the placing in jeopardy of 
our cherished principles of justice and free 
speech. Once again the ethnic minority 
cuckoo has attempted to push the white host 
bird out of its nest. In the face of white 
apathy and a compulsive urge to compromise 
by the wheedling Establishment parties, will 
it eventually succeed? British Nationalists 
say, “No” and “No” to further capitulation 
and compromise! 
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FROM SICKNESS TO HEALTH 


JOHN TYNDALL adds a postscript to a previous article 


MY TWO-PART ARTICLE published in 
April and May, They call it ‘democracy’; we 
call it a racket, seems to have created wide- 
spread interest. It has been reprinted in its 
entirety in a leading American publication 
and has been the subject of a good deal of 
correspondence. It occurs to me in the after- 
math of all this, however, that a postscript 
might usefully be added for the purpose of 
clarification. 

The point of the article was of course to 
demonstrate that what passes for ‘democracy’ 
in the vast majority of modern nations 
claiming to be governed by that system is 
merely- a pretence, that the alleged human 
freedoms that are supposed to exist under 
the system are more apparent than real, that, 
far from being — as its champions would 
aver — the “politics of consent”, ‘democracy’ 
is no different to any other form of politics 
in the real world in as much as, behind its 
pious and noble facade, it is merely another 
device used by élites and oligarchies for the 
perpetuation of their own rule and the 
defence of their own interests. 

In distinction to ‘democracy’, I examined 
some aspects of those political systems of 
the 20th Century usually described as 
‘dictatorships’ — in order to illustrate that in 
terms of the freedoms and rights usually 
associated with ‘democracy’ by the common 
man those alternative systems did not 
necessarily leave that common man any the 
worse off, and that those limitations on 
freedom practised by ‘dictators’ at worst 
affected a small minority comprising the 
politically active. In that. regard they stood 
in no different position to; the limitations on 
freedom which today’s ‘democracies’ impose 
on certain politically active dissenters who 
are considered as ‘dangerous’ — no different 
except for the fact that the former are laid 
down with a great deal more honesty and a 
great deal less humbug. 


WRONG SUPPOSITION 


The danger of this analysis, however, is 
that it might lead to the supposition that in 
the dismantling of the vast superstructure of 
hypocrisy and deceit that goes to make up 
the ‘democratic’ racket, and its replacement 
by an authoritarian system, shall we say of 
army officers who knew how to get things 
done, Britain would automatically find her 
way from sickness to health, from the rule 
of treason to agreat patriotic revival. Nothing 
could be further from the truth. 

It would likewise be wrong to suppose 
that the formal existence of ‘democratic’ 
and parliamentary institutions in a country 
necessarily prohibits the prevalence within 
that country of healthy national and patriotic 
forces with the instinct to act at all times in 
defence of the national weal. If we accept 
the truth, which I tried to point out in my 
earlier article, that what rules in all politics, 
‘democratic’ or non-democratic, is the will- 
to-power, if we recognise that to men with 
the instinct for power political institutions 
exist, not as sacred objects, but merely as 
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forms — to be exploited in the pursuit and 
exercise of power as the circumstances of 
those institutions dictate, and that this is 
itself not immoral — the only immorality 
lying in the use of that process for nationally- 
destructive ends, we may conclude that it is 
perfectly feasible for a nation’s politics to be 
conducted with all the wheeling and dealing, 
trickery, deceit and humbug that characterise 
the ‘democratic’ process but for this to be 
justified as long as the true national interest 
is served. 

What is of crucial importance is not 
what political forms currently prevail in a 
nation but what is the ruling zeitgeist of the 
age: Is it a spirit of national health, growth, 
expansion and destiny? Or is it one of a 
national death-wish? If it is the first, no 
matter what political forms exist, they will 
bring to the fore those forces that represent 
the nation’s forward march; that nation will, 
as if by animal instinct, choose the course in 
all junctures of national affairs that is to its 
own best advantage — in other words, a 


natural consensus for the right policy will . 


exist, without such a policy having to be 
pointed out by some all-knowing and all- 
seeing leader figure. Leadership will of course 
occupy an important role in negotiating the 
detailed execution of that policy but only 
on the basis of the consensus that comes 
from the grass roots and which is backed up, 
in its general essence, by all the forces within 
society. 


ROAD TO SUICIDE 


If, on the other hand, the prevailing 
consensus is one stemming from a spirit of 
national decadence, then every road of 
national affairs will lead to suicide, whatever 
the proficiency of political institutions that 
exists, whatever the personal capabilities of 
the nation’s rulers. 

If I may be allowed for a moment to 
adopt a rather wild and way-out hypothesis, 
just supposing that in the next year or two 
conditions in Britain deteriorated so rapidly 
that we found ourselves in a situation of 
total anarchy and chaos, with massive 
industrial disruption and sabotage, a tripling 
or quadrupling of violent crime, major race 
riots in our leading towns and cities far 
eclipsing what happened in 1981 and unem- 
ployment doubling- to 6% million; supposing 
then that a group of leading military men, 
backed perhaps by top civil servants, certain 
newspaper proprietors and senior business- 
men, decided that a drastic rescue operation 
had to be performed and brought off a coup 
d'etat, dispensing with parliament, declaring 
a state of emergency and ruling by decree. 
Just what sort of policies could we expect to 
see carried out under this new dispensation? 

Almost certainly, they would be policies 
not very different in essence from those 
policies that have been the accepted norm 
during the past 40 years. They would simply 
be carried out more thoroughly, efficiently 
and ruthlessly, and that is all. For the men 
who in such a situation would come forward 


to undertake such a take-over of power 
would be men who were products of the 


prevailing British and Western zeitgeist: they 


would almost certainly be internationalists, 
loyal to UNO, NATO and the EEC; they 
would be faithful adherents of the principles 
of multi-racialism and universal race equality; 
before the dust of their revolution had 
settled they would be dispatching the British 
Foreign Secretary to Washington to reassure 
everyone there of our continued commitment 
to the Anglo-American ‘Alliance’ (which, 
translated, means Britain’s status of 51st 
state); aid to Ethiopia and the Sudan would. 
be stepped up, while ostracism of White 
South Africa would go on as before. Most 
certainly, Britain’s new bosses would be 
falling over themselves to convince the world 
that the more things had changed the more ~ 
they would remain as they were! 

True, there might be a few firmer 

measures against violent picketing mobs of 
the Scargill follower type but there would be 
no attempt to grapple with the economic 
conditions that had given rise to them; 
Britain would remain faithful to the inter- 
national economic system and just close 
meatal few more pits and factories that 
were failing to survive within that system. 
' True, there might be a stiffening of the 
laws and penalties against violent criminals 
and rioters, including race rioters, but there 
would be no attempt to dismantle either the 
multi-racial society or the monstrous edifice 
of laws and departments to which it has 
given rise. Even more fanatical commitment 
to racial integration would most likely be the 
policy and ever harsher suppression of those 
opposing it would occur. Indeed the new 
suppressorswould ‘almost certainly be anxious 
to demonstrate. their ‘impartiality’ in sup- 
pression between black militants and white 
militants, between subversives and patriots. 

That is almost without doubt what we 
would get if we suddenly underwent a radical 
change of political system without an accom- 
panying change’ of national consensus — 
which could not possibly occur in such a 
short timg. Britain’s national and racial 
death-wish would continue to be the order 
of the day; there would simply be more 
ruthless and more efficient agencies available 
to give effect to it. 


NO DEATH WISH 


Now contrast this situation with that of 
Japan, a nation in which certainly no death- 
wish exists, anation inspired by an instinctive 
and unquestioned consensus of nationalism 
and a healthy xenophobia which relegates 
even other Asians, such as Koreans, to a 
position of inferiority and exclusion. 

‘Liberal’ and parliamentary forms of 
political institution prevail today in Japan. 
There is a multi-party system. There are 
elections. There is all the fraud and chicanery 
in political life that is necessary to keep 
power and get things done under that system. 
There is all the hypocrisy in which authority 


Contd. on next page 


operates under the guise of ‘freedom’ and 
rule from the top masquerades as ‘consent’. 

But because of the prevalence of this 
overwhelming patriotic consensus in which 
everything is “for Japan”, .a consensus 
shared by all classes, institutions and interest 
groups, because of the’ absence of built-in 
decadence and death-wish that exists in 
Western societies, Japan, despite her very 
imperfect political institutions, moves in- 
exorably forward, getting the upper hand 
over her international rivals simply because 
it is the most basic instinct of every Japanese. 
to act towards that objective. 


HOMOGENEOUS NATION 


There are of course two vital distinctions 
marking Japan as different to Western 
nations. In the first place it is homogeneous; 
there are no racial minority groups within 
Japan’s borders with the slighest grain of 
political, economic or moral influence. The 
very tiny numbers of non-Japanese that are 
allowed to live there have it made very plain 
to them that they are guests and had better 
keep quiet. 

Secondly, Japan is not encumbered by 
any religious beliefs which induce people to 
love their enemies and see virtue in national 
self-humiliation. She does not suffer 
processions of dribbling churchmen who 
serve as the fifth columnists of hostile 
powers, while teaching to their own people: 
“blessed are the weak.” 

Japan does not, in other words, suffer as 
we do the presence of an internal disease virus 
which atrophizs every healthy national 
instinct and _ will-to-win. In that happy 
situation, whatever political forms are the 
order of the day — the old militaristic 
Samurai leadership or the present  parlia- 
mentary democratic structure — Japan seems 
to know, unerringly, which way to go — she 
seems to have an instinctive direction-finding 
apparatus built into the very soul of her 
people. 

It was not far different in Western 
societies in a bygone age. True, the Church 
existed, but as a policeman of national and 
domestic morality and a guardian of social 
order, not a benevolent society for “‘all 
mankind”. True, politics were no more an 
occupation for the honest and the righteous 
than they are today (read Macchiavelli’s 


Ulster sellout 


Just shortly before going to press this 
month we received confirmation of all our 
previous predictions concerning the That- 
cher Government’s Northern Ireland policy 
in the news that the Government has just 
drawn up a plan for the province which 
will give Dublin a considerable say in the 
running of its affairs. As these words are 
written, the plan is about to be presented 
to the Dublin Government for its approval. 
There is no mention of it being presented 
for the approval of the Loyalist leaders in 
the North! 

We will comment in more detail on 
this plan next month. What is clear, how- 
ever, is that, despite all Government den- 
ials, a sell-out of Ulster is intended. 


Prince) but they did, most of the time, work 
to the good of the nation-state. 

It was the same in the expanding age of 
Imperial Britain. Parliament (although not 
the universal franchise) existed, while pious 
and sanctimonious humbug justified the 
spread of British power to the four corners 
of the globe. But the age of national suicide 
had not dawned; the men in charge knew 
which way to go and exactly how to act. 
Again here the forms of political life were 


not of first importance; leaders knew how 


THE PEOPLE WANT A 
REFERENDUM 


‘“... so we could 
hold our 
immigration 
referendum 
within 

two years.” 


to use those forms and recognised that the 
name of the game was power — a power, that 
is, to be used for great national purposes, in 
the service of a race which still cherished 
health, strength and life, which wanted to 
be great. | 

I return to the: purpose of my earlier 
article, which was to portray the sickness of 
‘democracy’ as merely part of a greater 
sickness of the national spirit. It will be no 
use performing surgery on one without 
curing the other. 
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WAS THERE REALLY A 
‘HOLOCAUST’? 


Dr. EDWARD R. FIELDS looks at the most debated question of our time 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to THE 
THUNDERBOLT, PO Box 1211, Marietta, 
Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


as 


_ The Holocaust has become the greatest 
instrument of sympathy which any nation has ever 


been able to use to gain support for wars, expansion | 


and foreign-aid: This has made Israel the world’s 
sixth strongest military power. The gravest threat to 
all this wealth and influence is the growing doubt 
over the question of whether or not a real holocaust 
of 6 million Jews ever actually took place. 


Numbers of Victims Don’t Add Up 

The World Almanac for 1947 states that back in 
1939 the world Jewish population was 15,688,259. 
The Almanac’s figures were supplied by the 
American Jewish Committee. Next the Jewish 
owned New York Times of Feb. 22, 1948 stated the 
world Jewish population for that year amounted “to 
15,600,000 to 18,700,00 in addition to the 600,000 to 
700,000 living in Palestine.” How could the Jewish 
population increase so rapidly over the war years if 
they had lost 6,000,000 people? 

With the rise of Hitler to power there were no 
more than 4 million Jews at the very most living in 
areas occupied by The Third Reich at the height of 
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its power. On June 30, 1965 the West German 


government announced that some3,375,000 Jewish: 


holocaust “survivors” had applied for reparations 
money. The Red Cross reported in 1946 that 
of registered Jewish camp inmates no more than 
300,000 could have died. It is interesting to note that 
in the Jews real “bible”, The Talmud, it is claimed 
that 800 million Jews were slaughtered by the 
Roman s in Hadrians era. Yet, there is no historical 
evidence supporting this claim. 


The Jewish owned New York Times, in 1945 
carried an article by the well known Jew writer, C. L. 
Sulzberger. It openly stated Soviet Russia supplied 
the figure of 4 million Jews having been put to death 
“in the gas chambers of Auschwitz.” Thus it was the 
communists and the Jews who initially originated 
these figures which are today accepted as “gospel 
truth”. 

It is claimed that from 1934 to 1945 some 50,000 
people died in the huge Bergen-Belsen camp. This 
count is considered exaggerated, still Time Magazine 
reports that of this figure 20,000 died of typhus 
during the single month of March, 1945! If nearly 
half died of this plague in just one month at the end 
of the war there is no way Bergen-Belsen could have 
been an “extermination camp.” 


Himmler - “Reduce Deaths At All Costs” 
Heinrich Himmler, chief of the Concentration 
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Camps issued orders on Dec. 28, 1942, that “The 
death rate in the concentration camps must be 
reduced at all costs.” (Source, Reitlinger’s book, 
“The Final Solution.”) 

The camps had been hit with a deadly typhus 
epidemic that is spread by fleas and body lice. 
Stomach pain, high fever, emaciation and death can 
quickly follow. All of the camps were factories and 
the loss of workers was hurting war production. 
Inspector of the camps, Richard Glucks responded 
to Himmler’s order on Jan. 20, 1943, ‘ ‘Every means 
will be used to lower the death rates.” (Source, 
Nuremberg Tribunal Document No. 1523.) 

On April 10, 1943, Oswald Pohl, head of the 
Economic Administration Office of the camps 
issued a letter stating that persons with tuberculosis 
were being sent to the camps resulting in the 
“shockingly high mortality figures.” (Source: 
Nuremberg Documents.) Later on Sept. 30, 1943, 
Pohl was able to show that the camp death rate had 
been reduced from 8.5% in July, 1942 to 2.8% in 
June 1943. 

The German SS arrested Buchenwald 
Commandant. Karl Koch in 1943 for mistreating 
and even executing some prisoners. After an 
investigation Koch was found guilty by SS Judge 
Konrad Morgen and shot. Does this sound like a 
policy of “extermination?” 

With suspicion rapidly rising about the holocaust 
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For years after World War II the world was told that all concentration camps were “extermination” centers 
where Jews were gassed. After historians began to investigate, the story was changed to a claim that all the mass 
gassings occurred only in camps in Communist Poland and that we would simply have to take the Soviets word 


for it! 
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claim a committee of Jewish leaders from New York : 
and Paris met with communist leaders in Warsaw. 
There they established the “Committee for the 
Investigation of War Crimes and War Criminals”. It 
was after this meeting that the announcement was 
made that all the gas chambers were located in 
Poland. 


The Problems of Mass Gassing 
In 1945 it was announced that gas death chambers 
existed in all concentration camps in Poland, 
Germany, Austria and Alsace. Some [5 years later, 
in 1960, this was revised to the new claim that gas 
chambers existed only in camps located in Soviet 


held Poland. Simon Wiesenthal of the Los Angeles - 


Holocaust Center states in the paper, “Books and 
Bookmen”, April 1975, page 5, “No gassing took 
place in any camp on German soil.” 

The pressure had been growing since The Vatican, 
Red Cross, English Intelligence and German 
Intelligence chiefs Canaris, and Oster (who 
collaborated with the British) either did not know of 
or believe in rumors of gassings. 


This brings up the following questions. 

1) Germans are meticulous record keepers but 
there is not one order for the construction of any gas 
chamber, no blueprint, no photo of any gas chamber 
or gassed victims. 

2) There have been thousands of investigations of 
alleged Nazi war criminals, hundreds of trials, yet 
not one person was ever accused with being involved 
with actual gassings! No reliable witness on either 
side has ever come forward who saw a single person 
gassed ~AND. THERE ARE SUPPOSED TO 
HAVE BEEN OVER 10,000 MASS GASSINGS! 

3) Photos of bodies at the Dachau and Belsen 
camps are of prisoners who died of typhus and 
malnutrition. Many Germans also died from typhus. 

4) The Vatican and Red Cross interviewed 
thousands of freed camp inmates at the end of the 
war about the alleged gas chambers. The response 
was always the same, “The detainees themselves 
have not spoken of them.” (From Red Cross 
document No. 9925, June, 1946.) 


Forced Confessions of Gassing 

Rudoft Hoess was the commandant of Auschwitz 
from 1940 to 1943. Captured by the Soviets they 
extracted a confession to mass gassings using 
Zyklon B gas. Such “contessions” are about as 
reliable as any forced by Stalin from victims tortured 
before taking the stand to confess during the 
Moscow show trials of 1936. The communists wrote 
the “confession” and Hoess signed it. Later he was 
hanged. An assistant commandant refused to sign - 
he died in his cell. 

Hoess statement read, “half an hour after having 
released the gas, they opened the door and started 
the ventiliation machines. They began immediately 
to extract the bodies while eating and smoking.” 

Was Hoess trying to get a message across that 
there were no gassing? Zyklon B gas is not 
“ventable”. The manufacturers state Zyklon B 
adheres to surface clothing and skin. They say that 
only after a 24 hour period, wearing a gas mask with 
the strongest possible filter, could any bodies be 
removed without killing such workers. If we believe 
the Hoess confession that the workers ran into the 
gas chamber “eating and smoking” - without gas 
masks - only minutes after the gassing If this 
occurred all would have died! 


Gas Stories Not Possible 
The Jew Mosche Pearlmann in his book, “The 
Capture and Irial of Adolph Eichmann” pages 375 
and 385 states Zyklon B crystals were introduce | 
from the ceilings of the gas chambers and “became 
immediately gaseous.” 
The American Cyanamide Co., of Linden, N.J. 


states: “We know of no chemical process whereby 
HCN (Zyklon B.) may be made to become instantly 


gaseous upon exposure to air.’ 


Shirer claims the gas was released from overhead 
through fake shower outlets, (page 970) and quickly 
killed its victims. The truth is that Zyklon B gas is 
lighter than air and would rise to the ceiling so that 
anyone throwing themselves on the floor would be 
saved. Shirer also quotes the Soviet written confes- 
sion signed by Hoess as stating, (page 968), “We 
knew when the people were dead because. their 
screaming stopped.” If anyone was actually killed 
with a cyanide type gas they would die instantly thus 
there would be no screaming at all. The truth is that 
Zyklon B was used to delouse inmates clothing of lice 
and fleas which carry typhus. 


The Problem of The Crematoriums 
At the Auschwitz | Camp there were only 6 


_crematory ovens. At the hospital in Auschwitz II 


there are 46 single cremators. In the Lubin camp 
there were only 6. THAT’S ALL! In these three 
camps from 3 to 4 million Jews were supposed to 
have been exterminated and their bodies cremated. 
Also, these cremation ovens were very small with 
only 18” doors and atime period of from 4 to 6-hours 
burning for each body using a large amount of coal. 
Cremation for those who passed away was used in 
the camps to prevent epidemics. Also, no large 
supplies of coal were ever stored at the camps for 
cremations. 

AVERY INTERESTING NOTE appears only in 
the German edition of William L. Shirer’s book, 
“The Rise And Fall of The Third Reich.” It seems 
the Didier-Werke Company, which built the 
crematory ovens, sued Shirer who previously wrote 
that millions of people were gassed and then burned 
in this company’s ovens. In an out-of-court 
settlement of the suit Shirer agreed to add the 
following footnote on page 972 of the German 
edition: 

“The Didier-Werke have raised objection to the 
name of their firm appearing in the chapter 
concerning the extermination camps. Dr. S. Trastel, 
a professor of engineering in a statement of Aug. 
1961 established that the measurements are those 
which are standard for a crematory oven of not very 
modern design intended for small cemeteries, and 
would be unsuitable for mass burnirtg.” 

WHY... 1S. PRB Ww DEGETED FROM: THE 
ENGLISH EDITION??? 

On the question of cremating 6,000,000 people 
-this would leave 15,000 tons of ashes! Such gigantic 
piles of ashes created over the short 244 year period 
the holocaust supposedly took place would have 
been very difficult to dispose of. No one has ever 
come forward to report seeing such huge piles of tons 


of ashes. 
It was not until 1960 that the Soviets opened the 


Auschwitz camp to tourists and independent 
investigators. No gas chamber could be found. The 


official answer was that it was, “taken to another 


camp for gassings and then later went into oblivion!” 
What Experts Say About Holocaust 
Dr. Harry Elmer Barnes, eminent historian, 
author of 40 books, many standard college texts, 
noted in Rampart Journal, 1967. “It has been 
demonstrated that there had heen no systematic 
extermination in those camps.” 


Thies Christophersen, a German soldier and 
author, “I was at Auschwitz! There was no gas 
chamber there.” 

Paul Rassiner, historian and anti-Nazi activist , 
who served a prison sentence in Buchenwald and the 
Dora camps stated in 1962. “The claim that a 


holocaust took place is an historic lie - the most 
tragic and most macrabe imposture of all time.” 


Prof. Robert Faurisson, a specialist in Document 
Analysis at the University of Lyon, France, stated on 
April 25, 1979. “The holocaust lie, which is largely of 
Zionist origin, has made an enormous political and 
financial fraud possible, whose principal beneficiary 
is the state of Israel.” 

Why The Hoiocaust Campaign? 

Hardly a week goes by when there are not stories 
in the press, on TV-News or movies about the 
alleged holocaust. What is the long range design for 
this constant attempt to fill Germans and indeed all 
Christians with a feeling of guilt over a holocaust 
which never occurred? 

e Bernard Postal wrote in Jewish Week, July 14, 
1979, “Not until after the holocaust, did anti- 
Semitism become taboo. There was a time when 
anti-Semitic speeches were an open factor in 
national campaigns. The holocaust puts a taboo on 
overt anti-Semitism among upper-level statesmen 
and publicists.” 

e S.E.D. Brown of South Africa, a noted 
journalist writes; “The holocaust instills a guilt 
complex in those said to be guilty and spreads the 
demoralization, degeneration, and eventually the 
destruction of the natural rqcial elite among a 
people. This transfers effective political control to 
the lowest elements who will cowtow to the Jews.” 

e Zionist ‘spokesmen often boast of; “The 
shattering effect of the holocaust on the Christian 
conscience resulting in a feeling of collective 
indebtedness to the Jews.” 

e Massive, unending, U.S. Foreign Aid to Israel 
ıs made possible because anyone who dares oppose 
these outrageous giveaways is condemned as being 
“anti-Semitic” and “insensitive” to holocaust 
victims. 

e The Jews hold an unnatural violent hatred for 
the German people. Jews seek to turn all other 
peoples of the world-against Germans and keep that 
nation divided for all time to come. That is why no 
peace treaty has ever been signed as yet with 
Germany and they still live under allied military 
occupation laws. 


A Question of Fund Raising 

The Wall Street Journal quotes the Jewish pro- 
fessional fund-raising consultant firm of Milton 
Goldin Co., as saying that the main theme of Jewish 
fund-raising is the holocaust and has been for 38 
years. When they don’t use the holocaust the money 
collection sharply drops off. Thus the more the press, 
TV and Hollywood promotes the holocaust the more 
money the United Jewish Appeal and other Zionist 
funds can extract from gullible people. 

Holocaust Silences Opposition 

Jewish leaders have discovered that by repeating 
holocaust stories over and over again they can instill 
a guilt complex within all Gentiles. This effectively 
silences most critics of Zionist political goals. 

What About Real Holocausts? 

Why doesn’t the press, TV and film industry give 
massive media attention to real victims of proven 
holocausts of Gentiles in recent history. 

The Soviet-Bolshevik Holocaust of Christians: 


Russian Kulak farmers (1928-1930) 15 million 
exterminated 

Ukranian farmers (1930-1933) 7 million extermina- 
ted 


Russian political prisoners (1919-1949) 12 million 
exterminated 

Total of peoples murdered by Lenin and Stalin, 34 
million 
Cambodian extermination 1975, 2.5 million 
Armenian extermination by the Turks, 1915, 1.5 
million 
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THE LEADERSHIP PRINCIPLE: 
CARICATURE AND REALITY 


JOHN TYNDALL examines the fallacies and distortions 
propagated by the ‘Democratic Nationalists’ 


IN HIS AUTOBIOGRAPHY of Sir Oswald 
Mosley, the author Robert Skidelsky explains 
in the introduction how he, a Labour Party 
supporter, first became interested in his 
subject. He was originally attracted to Labour 
by what he saw as the personal qualities of 
Hugh Gaitskell shown in Gaitskell’s defence 
of what he believed to be right against the 
mob-handed yowling of the party’s vociferous 
left-wing faction. To the charge that it seemed 
immature to be attracted into politics by the 
personality of a leader, Skidelsky says: “On 
the quality of the leadership depends the 
possibility of action. This truth has never, it 
seems to me, been adequately grasped by 
social democratic parties. They spend their 
lives talking about the world to come; yet 
saddle themselves for the most part with 
leaders who are all too obviously content 
with the world as it is.” Later, Skidelsky 
testifies, these same thoughts turned him to 
a study of Mosley, to whom many Labour 
supporters looked as the man who might 
translate their dreams of a new society into 
reality but who left the party in the early 
thirties because he recognised it as a hopeless 
instrument for the action needed for this task. 
It is not a freak of fortune that the psy- 
chology of British socialism is deeply opposed 
both to the individual leader and to the kind 
“of institutions required to enable him to act 
effectively. Deeply offensive to the whole 
British socialist spirit is the idea that one 
man might be better than others and know 
better than others, for such an idea militates 
against the whole egalitarian ethos on which 
British socialism is founded; it is also naturally 
repellent to the human type that tends to 
prevail in socialist circles — a type in which 
mediocrity of mind, body and character 
blend closely with resentment of anyone or 
anything which rises above it. The well 
adjusted and self-confident human being sees 
no degradation in obedience; such degrada- 
tion is only felt by the carrier of a large 
feeling of inadequacy. As Mosley himself 
has said: — 
“... I accept the leadership principle every 
time I ask a policeman the way and he shows 
me. He knows something I do not know, 
and I am very glad to accept his guidance.. 
Every time my car breaks down I accept the 
leadership principle when I ask someone’s 
help, because I am a complete mug about 
motors. I like to persuade myself that this 
is not due to natural stupidity, but to the 
fact that I have never given my mind to the 
subject. In any case, I have to face the fact 
that I know nothing about cars. So when I 
am in trouble I ask for guidance and help 
from the first kind man that passes, or the 
next garage mechanic I can find. I am 
completely dependent upon them. 

These are simple examples of the leader- 
ship principle. In daily life I am often 
grateful for the help of people who can do 
something better than I can, or who are more 
experienced in some matters. And I do not 
stay awake all night because I am not so 
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good at these things as they are. Nor do I 
develop an inferiority complex and want to 
murder them, because they can do the job 
and Lant...” 


ANTI-LEADERSHIP MENTALITY 


In using such a term as “murder”, Mosley 
was of course indulging in permissible 
hyperbole to illustrate the mentality of the 
‘anti-leadership’ school of politics; it is 
certainly not an exaggeration to say that to 
this mentality the idea that one man may 
know better than another constitutes a 
positive insult to the latter, and certainly 
there prevails in the minds, of many who 
enjoy sitting on ‘committees’ a dislike of 
the proposition that one committee member 
may have powers of judgement and foresight 
that. exceed those of the others and that 
therefore the opinions of the various members 
of the committee may not be regarded as 
equal in value — something that is vital to 
acceptance of the procedure of decision by 
majority vote. 

This prejudice against superiority that 
runs right through British socialism has indeed 
paralysed British socialism as an instrument 
of action and duly alienated from the socialist 
ranks those very men of dynamism and 
ability who might have built something 
practical out of socialist dreams, Sir Oswald 
Mosley being the most prominent example. 
Perhaps, however, this is a blessing in disguise 
when we contemplate the kind of Britain we 
would be living in today had socialism 


‘succeeded! 


Much less natural is that the bias against 
individual leadership and in favour of rule by 
committee should have permeated, not only 
British socialism, but British nationalism -- to 
the point at which it has become a major 
source of division within the latter movement. 
Perhaps some of this division may be reduced 
if we can achieve a clarification of what is 
meant by the leadership principle in practice. 

Naturally those who most oppose the 
principle will bring all their heaviest artillery 
to bear by reducing it to caricature. The 
leader of their imagination is conveniently 
portrayed as ‘Fuhrer’ because of the obvious 
emotive connotations of that term. The 
‘Fuhrer’ is pictured as egotist and megalo- 
manic who loves power for its own sake, 
who wants to be surrounded by sycophants 
and yes-men, who cannot tolerate a contrary 
opinion and who sits on a throne issuing 
lordly decrees right, left and centre without 
a moment’s prior discussion. And of course 
it is assumed, from Lord Action’s dictum 
that “power corrupts”, that any individual 
vested with such power will inevitably use it 
corruptly and with a view to his own 
personal advantage. 

Set against this, in the simplified imagi- 
nation of the ‘democrat’, is the picture of 


the ‘committee’, all honourable and incor- 
ruptible folk of course, sitting around the 
table, thrashing every issue out by argument 
and by reason, nobody subordinate to any- 
one else and nobody therefore feeling 
resentment against anyone else. Out of a 
pooling of all the minds together comes the 
greatest aggregate of wisdom. Decisions at 
the end of the day are made by majority, 
and therefore who can then complain? 

The reality of course is far removed from 
these simple images. 

To the idea that any individual who wants 
power must do so for the sake of power 


MOSLEY 
Found 
Labour 
Party 

- useless as 


instrument 
for action — 


alone and for purely selfish and egotistical 
reasons, one must reply that those who 
entertain such an idea are perhaps judging 
others by their own values and criteria; 
because they themselves are quite incapable 
of conceiving power as something to be used 
for strictly selfless purposes and merely as 
the instrument for performing some vital 
duty and service, they presume that every 
man’s motive for having power is the same as 
their motive would be if they were able to 
get it. 

As for the corruptibility of power, I would 
advise against nationalists citing Action as 
their authority for such a proposition, for he 
contributed little that was ever useful to 
Western thought, being a pompous liberalistic 
moraliser of the very worst type. Of course 
those who are of corruptible nature will be 
more heavily corrupted by power than they 
would without it but in that case the cor- 
ruption lies in themselves and not in the 
power that they achieve. On the other hand, 
to such people the corruption that can come 
of possessing power can be equally great if it 
is the power of a committee or the power of 
an individual. 


POWER WITH RESPONSIBILITY 


Is an individual leader more likely to use 
power corruptly, in other words to abuse it, 
than a committee or a group of people 
holding sway over a committee? That will of 
course depend very much on the kind of 


| people involved, but one thing must be said 


in defence of power resting in the hands of 
an individual: this is that in his case with 
Contd. on next page 


power comes responsibility. He is personally 
accountable for his actions: if he decides and 
decides wrongly, nobody but he can be 
blamed for the consequences. This in my 
experience encourages a much more serious 
and responsible approach to the whole 
business of decision-making. if, on the other 
hand, decision-making power lies with a 
committee there is a constant fudging of 
responsibility, and accountability is almost 
zero — for when the membership of an 
Organisation view the results of thoroughly 
bad decisions they have no way of knowing 


which members of the committee voted for ° 


them and which members opposed them. 
There is also the fact that on committees 
there is always a cowardly way out to the 
committee member who does not want to 
commit himself to one side of the question 
or another — abstention. By witholding his 
vote, he can ensure that he is able afterwards 
to say to people: “I was not responsible for 
that decision — I didn’t vote for it!” 


Lack of responsibility and accountability , 


can certainly encourage the corrupt use of 
power in the case of people disposed in that 
way. On the other hand, safety in numbers is 
no guarantee against the temptation to 
corruption. In the committees on which I 
have sat over the years I have seen sly little 
factions form which have exerted enormous 
influence, not because of the merits of their 
ideas nor because of the strength of personal- 
ity or powers of persuasion of any of their 
members, but solely because of the diligence 
with which they organised themselves in 
preparation for committee meetings, getting 
the agreement of everyone concerned to vote 
for or against proposals on the agenda before 
the arguments had even been heard and solely 
in pursuit of their own factional interest or 
quarrel. 

On most committees of any size there is 
almost always an element of well meaning 
but not very firm-minded or decisive people, 
who are inclined to be easily swayed — and 
often their votes decisively determine the 
outcome of the issue. Committee rule almost 
always renders this element the target of 
intensive lobbying, in which of course the 
line of argument is heavily one-sided. Two or 
three evenings of great psychological pressure, 
ending with the question that is almost a 
demand: “Can we count on your vote?” sends 
this type of member to the scheduled com- 
mittee meeting in an almost zombie-like 
disposition to put his hand up whenever 
required by his ‘persuaders’ and with very 
little inclination even to listen to the 
arguments. 


COMMITTEE ABUSE OF POWER 


As for corruption of power, the most 
glaring among many examples I have 
witnessed on committees was the succession 
of wholly biased ‘disciplinary’ actions that 
were instituted by the National Front 
Directorate during early 1980. These actions 
were taken against people who by no stretch 
of imagination had done anything to deserve 
them but who simply had the misfortune to 
belong to the wrong faction in a bout of 
internecine war. The purpose clearly was to 
railroad them out of the party by fair means 
or foul, and the party’s disciplinary machin- 
ery was quite cynically exploited for this 


purpose. Meanwhile, on an occasion shortly 
prior to this and while I was still NF Chairman, 
I had attempted in vain to persuade the 
Directorate to take disciplinary action in a 
thoroughly deserving case. It was not taken 
because the person concerned had too many 
friends on that body and by virtue of this 
enjoyed almost total license to do as he liked 
within the party. | 

Another instance of the totally corrupt 
use of power on a committee occurred in 
1975, when the then controlling faction on 
the NF Directorate, headed by Mr Kingsley 
Read, ‘expelled’ ‘the entire membership of 
the opposing faction by the device of 
trumped up disciplinary charges which were 
later declared to be unlawful in a High Court. 

These were cases of the corruption of 
power, not by one individual, but by a group, 
manipulating the committee procedure for 
its own ends. I know of no parallel case of 
such corruption by an individual leader, and 
almost certainly no such leader could ever 
get away with such trickery even if he tried. 
Machiavellian methods in politics have a 
strange way of becoming acceptable to people 
when they are used by ‘democratically’ 
constituted bodies, whereas they would not 
be acceptable when used by one man. 


POOLING OF IDEAS 


Another argument frequently advanced 
against the leadership principle and in favour 
of rule by committee is that one man cannot 
always be right and does not have a monopoly 
of all the best ideas. By a pooling of ideas 
and talents, so the argument goes, we may 
reasonably expect to arrive at the best 
decisions. 

Well I don’t know who has ever proposed 
that one man can always be right — of course 


he cannot! The point is whether he is more ` 


often likely to be right than a committee 
reaching its decisions by a majority. I have 
already touched upon the fact that one man’s 
approach to decision-making is likely to be 
more serious and responsible for the fact 
that he, and he alone, bears the blame if 
things go wrong. Is it not also fair to assume 
that the person accepted by people as the 
best fitted to lead will have superior powers 
of judgement than the average among a 
committee of ten or twenty members? 

As for one man not having a monopoly 
of all the best ideas, of course he does not! 
And any one man who imagines that he has 
will not last very long in his position. Like- 
wise, it goes without saying that it is desirable 
for ideas and talents to be pooled — as they 
always are in a well run organisation. 

But for ideas and talents to be pooled, 
and for careful discussion to precede every 
important decision, it is not necessary to 
adopt the procedure whereby the committee 
has decision-making power. A sensible leader 
will consult his colleagues before he acts. In 
our organisation this is done all the time, 
both at national and local level: But at the 
end of the day, and no matter how searching 
the discussion, the decisions are made by 
one individual and upon his responsibility. 

It is of course very easy for one individual, 
who after all is only human, to go through 
the motions of listening to the opinions of 
others but in the end to ignore those opinions 
and base his decisions on his own subjective 
thinking, preferences and prejudices. It 


would, however, be foolish for him to do so 
from his own point of view, and a leader who 
adopted that practice would not last very 
long. He would soon run out of colleagues 


and his faulty judgements would in time be 


reflected by the evidence of the failure of 
his organisation, so that such a- tendency 
would have its own built-in corrective 
machinery: the leader would in due course 
be given the push! 

And even in the event where this latter 
procedure is not possible, members of any 
movement always have the ultimate sanction 
against bad leadership: they can vote with 
their feet! 

Much contemptuous reference has been 
made by political philosophers to the idea of 
“the divine right of kings”. But in fact this 
principle deserves a better hearing than it 
has generally received. Such an expression 
never was intended to mean that monarchs, 
any more than popes, were infallible, but 
only that the affairs of state should be 
organised as if they were. The whole principle 
was based on the prudent recognition, shared 
by the majority of intelligent and learned 
men over a large part of European history, 
that stable government is impossible in a 
situation in which there is a constant process 
of struggle for power. Eliminate that process 
by placing power indisputedly in one pair of 
hands and the whole of the energies of men 
in public service can be directed to con- 
structive instead of destructive purposes. 

Of course such a procedure does not 
eliminate argument. An absolute ruler. will 
depend for information and advice on the 
ministers around him, and the latter will 
inevitably compete for his ear. This, however, 
is an immeasurably less corrosive process 
than the party warfare that we have today. 
There is a considerable difference between 
struggles for power and mere struggles for 
influence, the second being inclined to 
involve men of much higher motives than 
the first, and furthermore to centre upon 
genuine disputes of policy rather than com- 
petition for place. In the game of party 
politics, however, the driving force behind 
the activity of every party is the desire to be 
the party in office, just as the driving force 
behind every politician is the desire to win, 
and retain, his parliamentary seat. Conflicts 
over national policy may be seen as merely 
the rhetoric behind which this place-seeking 
game is played. 


ELIMINATION OF FACTIONS 


While the leadership principle we are 


‘reviewing here differs from monarchy in so 


far as a hereditary procedure is not involved, 
what is common to both is that power- 
contending factions are eliminated from the 
organism and argument and debate are 
divorced from the will-to-power and con- 
centrated on the merits of policies and ideas. 
This is vitally important, for it is my 
experience with every organisation and 
institution in which the committee or 
parliamentary procedure has been adopted 
that sooner or later two or more factions 
form whose members are more interested in 
the struggle for supremacy than they are in 
the questions coming up for decision — the 
latter always being determined by the 


Contd. on page 17 
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WHY SHOULD WE SUBSIDISE THE 


‘ALTERNATIVE’ SOCIETY’? 


Let those who want to ‘opt out’ do so completely, says NOEL A. HUNT 


Dear Ombudsman, 


= WHEN THE NORMANS ruled Britain the 
cry of “Haro” could be raised by a subject 
who felt that he was unjustly treated. His 
lord was obliged to come to his aid, at least 
to the extent of considering his case. Today 
| have no such lord. Yet I feel strongly that 
| am not receiving justice. | am certain that 
from my Member of Parliament | shall get 
nothing but humanistic platitudes. 

May | explain? | work hard at a full-time 
job. | support a wife and two children. | am 
paying for a mortgage, insurance policies and 
school fees. Naturally | pay Income Tax. 
Under our lunatic system of taxation the 
more | earn the more | have to pay. Though 
| regard this as the exact opposite of what 
common sense dictates, it is not on this point 
that | seek your aid. 

The nub of my complaint is that, having 
taken a high proportion of my income, the 
State proceeds to spend much of it on things 
of which | disapprove very strongly. Many of 
its expenditures seem to be without reason 
or sense. | seek your aid on two aspects of 
this matter. 

Firstly, | am concerned by the way in 
which the State deals with ‘hippies’, ‘gipsies’ 
and the gangs of motor cycle nomads known 
as Hell’s Angels. 

As | understand it, all these groups have 
chosen to opt out of our society. To this, of 
course, | raise no objection: any society 
purged of such people can only be the better 
for it. 


TAXPAYER FOOTS THE BILL 


What | object to is that these groups are 
allowed to claim numerous State benefits, 
paid out of my taxes, when they have of their 
own choice left our society. If, as they claim, 
they have an “alternative society”, why should 
my society subsidise theirs. Having opted 
out, they yet persist in living among us. Why 
should they not pay us for the privilege, 
rather than the other way about? Why should 
| be compelled not only to support them but 
to tolerate the nuisance caused by the 
presence and behaviour of people who do 
not belong to our society? 

| hope that you will not give me the usual 
dishonest liberal answer that by witholding 
money from these people | shall be “harming 
innocent wives and children”. In the first 
place, | find it almost impossible to imagine 
an innocent Hell’s Angel or hippy wife. 
Secondly, a refusal by me to pay benefits to 
the wife and children of a hippy does not 
mean that | am penalising them. If they are 
penalised, then the penalty is imposed by 


the hippy himself by his conduct. If the lack 


of regular amounts of my tax money irks 
him he has his remedy: let him rejoin our 
society and work his passage like the rest of 
us. If he wishes to continue with his way of 
life, then let him. | must however beg to be 
excused from supporting him and his family. 
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You will not, | am sure, adopt the cheap 
device of asking “But if they are deprived of 
benefits, how will they live, what will they 
do?” | do not know how they will live once 
deprived of my money. Nor do | know what 
they will do. Fortunately the problem is not 
mine. It is theirs. They create the problem: 
let them solve it. Further, let the solution be 
at their expense, not at mine. 

Still on the subject of cost, these expensive 
nuisances by their presence and behaviour 
diminish my freedom to move about without 
risk of offence or assault. In addition, their 
habit of turning up uninvited at social 
occasions at which they are unwelcome, and 
of camping on land which is not theirs, means 
that large numbers of Police have to be used 
to restrain them. Why should | be required 
to bear the cost of policing people who boast 
that they do not belong to my society? It 
does not seem reasonable to expect me to 
foot the bill. | trust that you agree? 


WHY GIVE THEM THE VOTE? 


My second ground of complaint concerns 
the franchise. | feel strongly that in the 
matter of the vote these hippies, gipsies and 
nomads are too leniently treated, to my 
detriment. 

These people have exercised what they 
claim to be a right to opt our of our society. 
Why then are they allowed to vote at either 
local or central government elections? To 
allow people to cast a vote in a society to 
which they boast that they do not belong is 
surely the height of illogicality? 

„Not to put too fine a point on it. these 
three groups are parasites. Their interests can 


at no point coincide with those of the tax- 
payer. They take regularly from the common 
store and contribute nothing. Why then 
should they be allowed any voice in a society 
to which they bring nothing? They pay no 
pipers. Why should they call any tunes? 

If | attempted to take part in the selection 
of a hippy spokesman or a Hell’s Angel pack 
leader | should be howled down and probably 
seriously beaten. Rightly so: | do not belong 
to their society. Why then are they allowed 
to take part in our elections? They profess 
to despise our society and to have left it. 

Why can they not be called upon to show 
cause, say within three months, why they 
should not be removed from the electoral 
rolls? 


NEED FOR ACTION 


May | hope that you will follow up these 
two complaints and take whatever action is 
necessary to ensure equitable treatment for 
my fellow tax-payers and myself? 

May | ask you to bear in mind the sensible 
remarks made by Sir Robert Menzies when 
Prime Minister of Australia? He said: “I have 
a respect for the rights of the top dog, and 
no use for the foolish doctrine of equality 
between the active and the idle, the intelligent 
and the dull, the frugal and the improvident.” 
| respectfully suggest that it is these rights of 
mine, listed by Sir Robert, which the present 
state of affairs igneres completely. 


Our magazine, though it believes in racial 
differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
‘oppose multi-racialism should attack the poli- 


ticians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


From the Church's point of view there is no objection whatever to racial 


research and race culture. 


Nor is there any objection to the endeavour to keep 


the national characteristics of a people as far as possible pure and unadulter- 
ated, and to foster their national spirit by emphasis on the common ties of blood 
. which unite them. From the Church’s point of view we must make only three 


conditions: First, 


ions. 


love of one’s own race must not lead to hatred of other nat- 
Secondly, the individual must never consider himself freed from the ob- 


ligation of nourishing his own soul by the persevering use of the ‘means of grace 


which the: Church provides. 


The young man who is always hearing about the 


blessedness of his own race is apt too easily to conceive that he is no longer 
bound by duties to God and his Church, duties of humility and chastity. 
Thirdly, race culture must not assume an attitude of hostility to Christianity. 
What are we to say of the monstrous contention that Christianity has corrupted 
the German race, that Christianity — especially because it is burdened with Old 
Testament ideas -- is not adapted to the genius of the nation, and that therefore 
it is an obstacle in the way of national consciousness? 

What is the relation of Christianity to the German race? Race and Christ- 
ianity are not Mery opposed, but they belong to different orders. 


CARDINAL FAULHABER 
Bishop of Munich, 1934 


SIR: A few days before legislation was fin- 
alised to abolish the Greater London Coun- 
cil next Spring, a by-election was held for 


the GLC seat inRomford. The usual three 
were standing — plus an ecologist. Despite 
the Labour plea to vote for ‘democracy’ 
and other verbiage from the Centrists, the 
turn-out was less than 30 per-cent. Of this 
the Conservative winners (the abolitionists) 
received a minority vote. What was 
proved -- other than that the majority did 
not vote? 

Self-styled ‘democrats’ are prone to 
talk of ‘unrepresentative minorities’ (not 
racial minorities of course) but remain 
quiet when they themselves meet that des- 
cription. Where was the ‘will of the maj- 
ority’? And Jid the absence of it prevent 
the vote-topper from winning the seat? 
Where are the ‘democrats’ exposing the 
use of their own ethic? 

A.S, PAULIN 
Romford, Essex 


SIR: Your. splendid...article: .in..the)) June 
Spearhead explains the desperate need for 
protection if British industry is ever to 
regain enough strength to compete in world 
markets. I agree wholeheartedly but find 
today that Japanese products are (a few 
luxury items excepted) much better than 
British or American. My _ Datsun has 
100,000 miles on it and still gives ho 
trouble: all my previous American cars 
broke down repeatedly long before reaching 
that mileage, and a moderately prestigious 
and rather expensive British car | once 
owned was an absolute dud — and a petrol 
guzzler as well. 

Then there is the surly, loutish, ungov- 
ernable labour force in Britain. They were 
scandalously treated in the 19th century 
and even in the 1920s, but that- was long 
ago. I remember as early as 1957 marvel- 
ling at a conversation among bus conduct- 
resses (who had just returned to work after a 
strike) about their holidays in Spain and 
Yugoslavia. | 

DE. PETER Mha EEL 
Reseda, Galif,;, USSA 


(Editor's note: I too once had a dud British 
car -- a Triumph 2500. On the other hand, 
my latest car, an Austin Maxi, has 90, 000 
on the clock and is pretty trouble-free. My 
previous car, an Austin Princess, also had 


about 90,000 on the clock when I sold it in 
order to get an opening back. That was 
pretty trouble free also. I think it best not 
to generalise too much about cars -- or 
workers. ) 


SIR: A few months ago the Tory Govern- 
ment sold off the nationalised shipping line 
Sealink -- to help fudge the budget borrow- 
ing requirement. 

Sealink was sold to an American com- 
pany, which changed the name to ‘British 
Ferries’. Recently I used a British Ferries 
ship on a trip to Ireland. The hull of the 
ship was painted with huge ‘British Ferries’ 
signs. However, I found that the ship was 
built in Germany, was leased from a Swed- 
ish company and was flying under the 
Bahamian flag! Mercifully the crew was 
still British — but for how long? 

Thus in the course of a few months we 
can see how British interesis have been 
callously ignored for the momentary polit- 
ical advantage of the Tory Party. 

MICHAEL EASTER 
Sevenoaks, Kent 


SIR: I thought Colin Jordan's article 
Kosher Queen of Britain in your June issue 


especially topical and superbly revealing. 


This Kosher Queen’s abject and grovelling 
role as a servant of World Zionism is both 
nauseating and sinister. 

Only this morning I have heard over the 
BBC (chaired by the Zionist Stuart Young) 
that Mrs. Thatcher has agreed to support 
the USA in its despicable attempt to dam- 
age further that unhappy country of Leb- 
anon, in a revenge orgy. This small 
country has already had nearly 400, 000 
casualties inflicted upon it by courtesy of 
the Israeli murderers, armed as they are to 
the teeth with high-tech, death-dealing 
Americam horror weapons. 

REDVERS DE VERE RIDLEY 
Florence, Italy 
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SIR: That the law is an ass 
Is often the case, 
Not least when it comes 
To the subject of race 
B, COUPE 
Bradford 


SIR: I was amazed to read in various circ- 
ulars advertising Martin Webster's new org- | 
anisation ‘Our Nation’ (or should that be 
Gay Nation?) the call for “Nationalist 
unity”. 

How strange to hear such a call coming 
from Webster, when one considers that in 
the past he and his ‘followers’ have done so 
much harm to Nationalist unity. 

I can only trust that when the day of 
unity finally does come Webster will be 
kept where he belongs -- right out in the 
wilderness! | : 
E. W. DRAPER 
London S. W.1 


SIR: Recently on BBC2 we had a whole day 
given up to the mammoth ‘pop’ concert at 
Wembley organised in support of the ‘Live 
Aid’ campaign for the hungry in Ethiopia 
and The Sudan. Just out of curiosity I reg- 
ularly switched over to this from other pro- 
grammes. Every time I did the scene was 
the same: a uniform breed of degenerate 
pansy gyrating about the stage wailing a 
uniform dirge in a uniform castrated voice. 
At least I would have thought that those 
who like that kind of ‘music’ would prefer 
a little variety! 

I do not like the look of this Bob Gel- 
dof one little bit. Of course he will say he 
is not getting a penny out of the campaign. 
In direct terms that might well be true, but 
in the long run the huge publicity he is 
getting as latter day ‘saint’ will open an 
awful lot of doors to him which otherwise 
might not have been opened. 

I, SLATER 
Bristol 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W. C. George) £1.00 (22p). The race equality. hoax 
destroyed by an academic expert. 70pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40 
(59p). A sensational novel about the destruction of 
the white world by Asian immigrant invasion. 
1973, 311pp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p (13p). The fact-filled pamphlet that 
refutes the Holocaust legends and evoked Zionist 
frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A. R. Butz) £2.40 (59p). A scientist applies 
clinical methods to an investigation of the ‘Holo- 
caust’ and completely dissects the myth. 2nd ed. 
£977,315 pp: 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £3.95 
(34p). Discusses the failure of our debt-based 
financial system and describes its role in creating 
inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A. K. Chesterton) 
Hardback £3.00 (52p); Paperback (limited supply) 
£1.50 (46p). An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state; 1972, 255 pp... - 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 30p 
(13p). A reply to the notorious NUT racemixing 
booklet, packed with facts and cogent argument. 
1979, 20pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H. B. Isherwood) 30p 
(13p). Shows that a sense of racial identity is an 
essential element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H. B. Isherwood) 30p (13p). Shows that racial 
integration is not ordained by Christianity and that 
the reverse is true. 1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Stuart Gibb) £7.95 
(66p). A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are threaten- 
ing our future. 1980, 246pp. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00 
(18p). A ‘behind the scenes’ look at modern world 
history. 1977, 45pp. 


THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50 (£1.72p). This book has attracted world- 
wide attention dealing as it does with racial prob- 
lems in America and not simply the black-white 
situation. 2nd ed. 1981, 613pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A companion volume and supplement to 
Race and reason, showing how the truth about the 
race issue has been suppressed by.interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


‘VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50 (34p). 


Here is the latest list of our books. The figures in 
brackets represent packing and postage charges. All 
orders with cash please. Cheques should be made 
out to BNP Book Service. 


The sequel to the same author’s widely-acclaimed 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised ed. 1982, 113pp. 


PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95 (40p). An important new book on a major 
current educational scandal — the indoctrination of 
schoolchildren by pacifist and unilateralist edu- 
cationalists. This topical and factual study makes it 
plain that we are not simply confronted with odd 
teachers here and there abusing their positions but 
a whole network of organisations and institutions, 
some publicly-funded, co-ordinating the attack on 
young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50 (18p). 
An examination of some of the facts of recent 
history that have not found their way into text- 
books and newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION II (Alfred M. Lilien- 


thal) £13.00 (£1.72p). The second edition of a. 


sensational exposure of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p (13p). Text of a memorandum to the Royal 
Commission on Criminal Procedure entitled Jnfil- 
tration of the Government by members of subver- 


sive or criminal organizations for the purpose of 


furthering the interests of those organizations. 
1979, 24pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. 
Kitty Little) 50p (13p). Updates the above giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted 
on Britain. 1984, 16pp. 


FDR — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN (Hamil- 
ton Fish) £5.00 (52p). An exposure of Roosevelt’s 
war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 1976, 
255pp. i 


RACE AND REASON (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A plain, unemotional account of the race 
issue that has been an invaluable contribution to 
the debate ever since it was first published. 1961 
(tep. 1977), 125pp. 


STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
(59p). A study of some little known state docu- 
ments that throw much light on recent history. 
1975,191pp. 


THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A. H. M. Ramsay) 
£2.50 (34p). An outline of the secret history of the 
events leading up to the second world war, including 
information on previous upheavals. The author had. 
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the honour of being imprisoned without trial for 
four years during the war despite his status as a 
member of Parliament. Originally published 1952, 
128pp. 


NATURE’S ETERNAL RELIGION (Ben Klassen) 
£6.70 (98p). A controversial and hard-hitting book 
outlining the author’s ideal of a new religion based 
on the right to survival of the white race. The 
author in presenting his ideas in this matter makes 
it plain who represents the threat to white survival. 
1973, SO8pp. 


THE WHITE MAN’S BIBLE (Ken Klassen) £6.70 
(98p). A companion volume to the same author’s 
Nature’s Eternal Religion in which he expounds his 
concept of creativity as the religion of the white 
race. 1981,451pp. 


We should perhaps make it plain that Ben > 
Klassen is strongly critical of the Christian religion 
and the many devout Christians we are glad to 
number among our customers will find much in 
these books with which to disagree. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50 (34p). While the author repudiates any con- 
spiratorial view of world events, he still provides a 
comprehensive exposure of the organisation and 
influence of the Bilderberg Group and the Trilateral 
Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00 (£1.33p). A best-seller in nationalist circles 
ever since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since Biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad) £2.50 (66p). Examines not only the ‘Holo- 
caust’ but other topics involved in the Jewish’ 
question including the exploitation of the ‘anti- 
Semite’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p 
(34p). A scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty 
of justice. 1978, 68pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H. B. Isherwood) 30p (13p). 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. Hoar) 
£15.00 (£1.33p). One of the most serious and 
detailed accounts of financial manipulation ever 
published. I‘rom the time of the American Revo- 
lution to the present, we are given names, dates © 
and facts. The material originally appeared in the 
journal American Opinion. 1984, 361 pp. 


THE TURNER DIARIES (Andrew Macdonald). 
£3.50 (34p). A powerful novel describing the fight- 
back of the white man in America. A futuristic 
fantasy that might not be so fantastic after all. 
1980, 211pp. 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY | 


Newly published document which gives ‘an 
up-to-date brief resume of the main political objec- 
tives of the British National Party. 23p post-free 
from: PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the 
British National Party fought 54 seats in the 
General Election of 1983. Entitled Vote for Britain 
(23pp). 43p post-free trom: PO Box 115, Hove, 
E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 

4-page tabloid newspaper published monthly 
on behalf of the British National Party with up-to- 
date news and views on current events. Subscrip- 
tion for 12 issues £3.40. Bulk rates available on 
request. Sample copy 25p post-free from: PO Box 
446, London SE23 2LS. 


YOUNG NATIONALIST 


Quarterly newssheet published on behalf of 


the Young Nationalists, youth section of the | 
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British National Party. 4 pages. Sample copy 20p 
post-free from: PO Box 446, London SI)23 2LS. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 

Hard hitting monthly paper for American and 
other white race patriots. Sample copy for £1 from: 
PO Box 1211, Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL REVIEW 

Magazine published by the League of St. 
George. Subscription for 6 issues £5 or US$12 over- 
seas surface mail. Sample copy 70p post-free from: 
9/11 Kensington High Street, London W8 5NP. 


POSTER 

Wall poster opposing unemployment attrac- 
tively printed in two colours by Liverpool British 
National Party. 8p each for quantities up to 49, 7p 
each for 50-99 and 6p for 100 or over. Sample 
copy 2lp from Liverpool BNP, PO Box 72, Liver- 
pool L69 8AJ. 


LEAFLETS | 
(1) FED UP WITH THE PARTY POLITICIANS? 


Reprint of a popular old Nationalist leaflet, 
brought up-to-date. Deals with BNP policies 
on the main national issues. 
Il’ ONLY WE WERE BLACK ... Leaflet pro- 
duced by the Young Nationalists, the BNP 
youth division, and aimed primarily at Britain’s 
young people. Contrasts the way young Whites 
have been left on the scrapheap with the 
specially favoured treatment given to Britain’s 
coloured racial minorities. 
HAVE YOU BEEN THROWN ON THE 
SCRAPHEAP BY FOREIGN IMPORTS? This 
leaflet deals with unemployment and explains 
_in simple terms how millions of British jobs 
are being destroyed by the international free- 
trade policies of successive governments. A 
brief, concise argument for economic nation- 
alism. 


VIOLENT CRIME IN BRITAIN THE 
HORRIFYING TRUTH. Deals with muggings, 
rape and other violent attacks on defenceless 
people, giving examples of specific cases. Calls 
for much tougher treatment of violent 
criminals by the law. 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) ARE YOU CONCERNED ABOUT SCOT- 
LAND’S FUTURE? Leaflet specifically pro- 
duced for distribution in Scotland. Outlines 
BNP policy on main issues of interest to Scots. 


BRADFORD’S FUTURE: PART OF YORK- 
SHIRE OR PART OF ASIA? Special leaflet 
for distribution in the racially troubled Brad- 
ford area. 

These leaflets cost £4.50 per thousand, with 
postage costs at £2.10 per thousand; £2.65 for 
2,000 and £3.10 for 3,000. Orders with cash should 
be sent to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


(6) 


T-SHIRTS 


Attractively designed featuring a white man, 


woman and child with a Union Jack flag in the” 


background and the words: “British National Party 
fights for race and nation against Communism.” 
Available at £4 plus 29p postage from Glasgow 
BNP, PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL. 


B.N.P. PENS 


Pens bearing the slogan: “British National 
Party — for race and nation” produced by Liver- 
pool BNP. Sample for 33p post-free from: PO Box 
72, Liverpool L69 8AJ. Discounts for quantities. 


SELF-ADHESIVE STICKERS 


British National Party logo in red, encircled 

by party name and address. Price £5.52 (inc. p&p) 

for roll of 500 stickers, £5 per roll if collected by 

hand. Crossed cheques/POs made out to Norwich 

BNP. Please order from R. L. H. Heaton, A9 
Johnson Place, Norwich, Norfolk NR2 2SA. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 
SONG TAPE 


Containing 9 songs including: Boys of the 
bulldog breed, Britain is my home, White men 
awake!, My skin is white, Sons of Britain, Britain 
is a white man’s land, Members of the BNP, Soldiers 
of the BNP, Dear Motherland. Available from 


Plymouth Branch, 44 Patterdale Close, Estover, 


Plymouth PL6 8XA, at £3.50 — plus 65p p&p. 
Copies of lyrics sent with each order. 


AUSTRALIA FIRST 


Fighting Australia’s multi-racialists, the hard- 
hitting journal of the Australian Patriotic Lobby. 
Annual subs: Aust. $8, NZ $12, Elsewhere $15. 
Post to PO Box R345, Royal Exchange, NSW, 


‘Australia 2000. 


NEW B.N.P. POSTERS 


Collage of 1981 riot pictures with words 


“Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed — 


help us end it!” Bearing BNP name and address and 
loge. Red, white and blue: 17.77% 25.2". 1—9 at 
12p ea., 10—19 at 10p ea., 20—49 at 8p ea., 50 or 
over at 6p ea. Estimate postage at 20g to 1 poster. 

' Picture of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun with words “Oppose the disarmers! 
Build up our forces! Make Britain strong.” Bearing 
BNP name and address and logo. Red, white and 
Brae £2.60 Lose... 5 | 

Picture of old lady by unlit fire with words 


“She freezes in Winter while Third World gets 


£1,000 million a year. Put British people before 
aliens!” Bearing BNP name and address and logo. 
Red, white and blue. 12.6" x 17.7”. 

Both of these half-size posters at prices: 


' 1—9 at 7p ea., 10—19 at 6p ea., 20—49 at 5p ea., 


50—99 at 4p ea., 100 or over at 3p ea. Estimate 
postage at 10g to 1 poster. 

Cash with orders to: PO Box 446, London 
SEZ ZLS 


BADGES 


_ British National Party badges available for 
£1.25 post-free from: PO Box 457, London 
SE20 7QE. 


SHIELD 


Attractively designed British National Party 
shield carved in wood and containing two crossed 
Union Jacks with the words: “British National 
Party — for race and nation.” Ideal for your mantle- 


piece or wall. Available at £15 post-free from 


Plymouth BNP, 44 Patterdale Close, Estover, 


Plymouth, Devon. 


BNP. DIARIES | 
1985 diaries, also produced by Liverpool BNP. 


‘Available at SOp each or 40p for 10 or over (post- 


free) from PO Box 72, Liverpool L69 8AJ. 
B.N P. TIES 


Smart navy blue polyester necktie bearing the 
BNP roundel set over crossed Union Jacks and 
encircled by the party name and the slogan: “For 
race and nation.” Available at £4.60 post-free from: 
Norwich BNP, c/o A9 Johnson Place, Norwich, 
Norfolk NR2 2SA. 


CASSETTES 
RALLY ’82 


Speeches from the BNP national rally in London 
on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker; 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1: Recordings of speeches from the Nation- 
alist Unity rally in London on September 5th 1981. 
Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth McKilliam, Len Bears- 
ford Walker and others. Side 2: Talk by John 
Tyndall on ‘The coming British Revolution’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS I 


Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about ` 
the world-wide dispersal of the peoples of British 
stock); Side 2: Talk on ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS II 


Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for Nationalism’ (the 
internationalist argument demolished); Side 2: Talk 
on “Tragedy of the 20th Century’ (analysis of the 
results of the Second World War). 

Available at £3.50 each plus 1 8p postage from: 
BNP Recordings, PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex: 
BN3 3SB. 


New BNP posters 


Multi-racial Britain: 
the experiment 
that failed 


Help us endit! 


BRITISH NATIONALPARTY (T) 


NEW ADDRESS 


Please note that Spearhead is now 
operating from a new address. The address is 
PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


BACK ISSUES of Spearhead and other per- 
iodicals for sale. Send SAE for list to PO 


Box 454, Spearhead. 


poster; right: poster in 


` and anti-CND; far right: 


OPPOSE THE DISARMERS! 


Left: Anti-immigration 


support of armed forces — 


poster in opposition to 
overseas aid. 

Prices of these posters in 
centre column above. 


THE LEADERSHIP PRINCIPLE: 


CARICATURE AND REALITY 
(Contd. from page 13) 


requirements of the former. 

After 1979, and reflecting bitterly on 
more than two decades spent sweating and 
struggling to build organisations which 
destroyed themselves again and again through 
internecine warfare, I resolved that in any 
future political enterprise in which I was 
involved this destructive tendency would be 
totally excluded. The first requirement to 
that purpose was that the organisation be 
constituted so as to eliminate any possibility 
of struggles for power.-We have in fact 
achieved this by eliminating all the con- 
stitutional processes that give rise to such 


MAKE BRITAIN 
STRONG 


SHEFREEZESIN  § 
WINTER WHILE BEA 
THIRD WORLD GETS ia 
£1,000 MILLION . 
AYEAR 


PUT BRITISH PEOPLE 
BEFORE ALIENS! 
STH NATONALAATY (C) 


struggles. That, however, is very far from 
making us a movement of yes-men and 
sycophants grouped around a leader who 
will tolarate no disagreement or criticism. 
No-one who has worked in our ranks for any 
period of time would make such a silly 
allegation. 

None of this, however, will prevent the 
sneers and the sniping that we may continue 
to expect from the kindergarten of nationalist 
politics. To those who live in that world, a 
leader will always be a ‘Fuhrer’. Preparedness 
to take responsibility will always be equated 
with “power-hunger’. Confidence in one’s 
own judgement will always be deemed 
‘megalomania’. You really can never win 
with these people, so why try? Better to 
leave them bitching amid the debris of the 
parties they have so thoroughly ruined. 
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FINE RALLY IN STOKE 


‘STOKE-ON-TRENT was the scene of a 
highly successful British National Party 
rally on July 27th. The rally was the big- 
gest Nationalist meeting in the Potteries 
area since the war. Over 100 people were 
in attendance. 

For some weeks beforehand there had 
been a big build-up of local excitement, 
following the announcement by the BNP of 
its intention to come to Stoke. There were 
loud calls by local leftists for the rally to 
be banned, and there were the usual pred- 
ictable noises of condemnation from the 
local press. 

On the day, however, the expected 
left-wing opposition did not materialise 
and the meeting passed off perfectly 
peacefully, ending in great enthusiasm. 

In the main speech of the day John 


COMING EVENTS 
IN SOUTH WEST 
Sponsored Walk 


MEMBERS of the British 
National Party in the South 
Western region will be staging a 
sponsored walk in August in 
order to raise funds in support 
of Spearhead magazine. The 
walk will be from Barnstaple in 
North Devon to Tintagel in 
Cornwall, a distance of 55 miles, 
and will take place between the 
23rd and 26th August. Those so 
far committed to taking part will 
be Adrian Baber, Miss Nikki 
Amor, Colin Bradbury, David 
Cullingford and Richard Trehane. 

Supporters around the country 
are invited to sponsor the walkers 
for whatever sum per mile they 
can manage. Donations to: Len 
Bearsford Walker, 44 Patterdale 
Close, Estover, Plymouth, S. 
Devon. 


Summer Camp 
‘SOUTH WEST REGION of the 


British National Party will be 

, holding a Summer Camp at a 
location in Cornwall from August 
23rd to August 26th. There will 
be no charge to those attending 

` except for special facilities used, 
including pony-trekking, fishing 
and boating. Food is not provided 
but is available from local shops 
nearby. Some tent space is avail- 
able but it would be appreciated 
if those able to provide their 
own tents would bring them. All 
enquiries to Plymouth Branch, 
44 Patterdale Close, Estover, 
Plymouth, S. Devon (before 
August 12th). 
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Tyndall spoke of the mood of hopelessness 
and betrayal prevailing everywhere around 
Britain. People, he said, wanted to find 
the causes of our national malaise but they 
could not do so if they depended for their 


. information on the mass media, which has 


just become a gigantic factory of lies. Our 
so-called ‘democracy’, said Mr. Tyndall, 
was just a racket, operated by a mafia of 
crookedness and corruption, maintaining its 
position by methods of deceit. 

Mr. Tyndall outlined the BNP prog- 
ramme for national regeneration, which 
would include, he said, the need for a 
government of national unity that would 
put an end to party warfare. The full 
range of policies that would be needed to 
save the country, Mr. Tyndall said, would 
not at the moment be accepted by the 


majority of the population, but that did not 
at the moment matter. The BNP was add- 
ressing itself to that serious-minded min- 
ority of the population and recruiting 
cadres of dedicated activists who would be 
ready to come forward when the time of 
final collapse came. Never fear, Mr. 
Tyndall promised the audience in his con- 
cluding preroration, “OUR TIME WILL 
COME!” 

The speeches were followed by a liv- 
ely question time and the collection, cal- 
led for by David Bruce, raised £165. 

A number of new members have been 
recruited as a result of the meeting. The 
BNP Stoke Branch, under the .enthusiastic 
leadership of Nigel Birch, is to be congrat- 
ulated on organising the event, and for its 
very welcome growth over the past year. 


BNP supports $. Africa 


As a response to the chorus of lies and 
hatred directed by all the old parties and 
politicians in Britain against South Africa 
in her internal crisis, the British National 
Party mounted a small impromptu demons- 
tration outside the South African Embassy 
on July 28th, with picket boards bearing 
slogans of support for the South African 
Government in its task of stamping out in- 
surrection. The demonstration, though 
those mounting it were few in number due 
to its being very hastily called, attracted a 
great deal of interest from passers by in 
Trafalgar Square, both sympathetic and 
unsympathetic. The best example of the 
first was a couple of South African tourists, 
of whom the wife joined the demonstrators 
while the husband took her picture with 
them, while the most prominent case of 
the second was a scruffy looking ‘lefty’, 
whose face looked faintly familiar to the 
BNP members, and who attempted to wrest 
a picket board held by Richard Edmonds 
and dash it to the ground. Alan Macaree 
and Liam Kernaghan quickly moved in and 
the red galloped, terrified, up the street 
with them in hot pursuit. It is believed that 
eventually Alan Macaree’s picket board fell 
accidentally on his head in the ensuing 
confusion! The lefty later returned when he 


saw sufficient police present to give him 
protection, and spent the next hour vainly 
trying to persuade the obviously uninter- 
ested officers that he had been the victim 
of a vicious and unprovoked fascist assault! 
John Tyndall, who took part in the 
demonstration, later bore a letter to the 
South African Ambassador affirming the 
party s support for the South African Gov- 
ernment in its efforts to counter the present 
wave of black terrorism in South Africa. 
Should the insurgency in South Africa 
remain a live issue in the coming weeks, 
the party intends to organise bigger and 
more thoroughly planned demonstrations in 
support of the South African Whites. 


Hull very active 


HULL BRANCH of the British National Party 
has recently enjoyed a big upsurge of act- 
baie % Neath A 

ivity and local publicity following the ass- 
umption of local leadership by a new and 
young organiser, Danny Withers. As a result 
more people are attending activities and 
coming to meetings. A fuller and more 
detailed report of the progress of Hull BNP 
will be featured next month. 


PUBLIC RALLY 
BRISTOL 


Sat., August 31st, 2 p.m. 


Theme-:- 


PUT BRITISH PEOPLE FIRST! 


‘Location to be announced. BNP members keep in 
touch with your local Organiser for details 


Main speaker: JOHN TYNDALL 
Organised by the British National Party 


CURSE OR BOON? 


Only national control of scientific resources can safeguard Britain's future, 


says JOHN PEACOCK 


THE EVOLUON is a permanent Exhibition: 


Centre in Eindhoven, Holland, which takes 
the visitor through the various stages of 
evolution of science and technology. The 
Exhibition Centre, which is shaped like a 
flying saucer, was built by Philips but it is 
very much more than a history of an 
industrial company. The basic principle is to 
show the INFLUENCE of technology on our 
own daily lives and the interaction between 
the two. Indeed, moving from one fascinating 
exhibit to another stimulated the mind to 
contemplation of the realities of how modern 
‘science and technology affect our lives, how 
much we take for granted and how little we 
seem to know. 

Mankind has long been confronted with a 
great many problems in the search for the 
‘good life’. Modern science, which began its 
advance about 180 years ago — in historic 
terms a very short period — has provided man 
with a whole wealth of possibilities for the 
advancement of civilisation and culture, 
peace and prosperity, but each new discovery 
has resulted in a new set of problems. It 
seems reasonable to observe from this that 
despite all the vast new sources of available 
wealth and knowledge man appears to be 
mercilessly bound to a wheel of fate. In 
today’s world, unemployment, inflation, 
disease, starvation, etc. defy any attempts at 
control. Our daily lives are indeed greatly 
influenced by modern technology, but, 
it would appear that there is a ‘missing 
dimension’ which seems somehow to evade 
detection. 

Scientific and technological development 
started slowly (with such innovations as fire, 
stone tools, metals, bows and arrows, etc.), 
with tools powered by a single driving force, 
to the 
much greater acceleration through the ages 
of machines, and then at phenomenal speed 
into the nuclear, computer and space age. 
Professor J.F. Schouton, who was responsible 
for writing the guidelines for the layout of 
the Exhibition in the Evoluon, observed that 
science and technology have now become 
essential to our society, and opined “that 
they form part of our culture”. It has been said 
many times that religion has been replaced 
by the doctrine of evolution, and it is possible 
to see examples within present society’of the 
damaging effect of separating religion from 
culture. 


NO MYSTIQUE 


To the majority of people modern 
technology holds no special mystique. Those 
things which we can see working for us ina 
variety of ways are simply taken for granted. 
For example, no one feels threatened by 
machinery which is easy to understand. 
Mankind, however, tends to feel threatened 
by that area of science and technology which 
is not so easily seen and not readily under- 


industrial revolution, followed by. 


AMERICAN 
MISSILE 
CONTROL 
ROOM 
Britain 
should not 
be a tool 

of US policy 


stood. There seems to be prevalent amongst 
top financiers, politicians and industrialists, 
the fear that their power over the people 
would be lost if some of the mystery 
surrounding those factors which affect our 
lives was to be simplified. It is the purpose 
of this article to consider, albeit briefly, some 
areas of development which have been 
relatively concealed, but which should be of 
interest to people in general as the rapidity 
of technological advancement means that 
our society will never be the same again. 

It has been suggested that the causes of 
the long decline in Western European high- 
technology can be found in entrenched 
attitudes within society. Our declining ability 
to compete with ‘The rest of the World’ — 
the rest of the world in terms of this subject 
being the United States, Japan and possibly 
the Soviet Union (although Soviet computer 
technology is dependent upon the West) — is 
certainly not due to any lack of scientific 
genius but due to the failure of politicians to 
accept enough responsibility for promoting 
major high-tech projects and of industrialists 
to recognise new inventions. Sir Clive Sinclair 
came closest when he made reference to 
hostility to innovation on the part of “the 
City and Banks”. The failure of “the City 
and Banks” in Britain to offer finance to 
facilitate technological advancement here is 
not because they are hostile to innovation, 
but because the international mentality has 
pervaded established institutions and our 
own financial backers are also the financial 
backers of our competitors and stand 
to obtain greater financial rewards by 
encouraging our inventors to sell to our 
competitors who then sell the finished 
products back to us. 

This international mentality is not of 
course exclusive to Britain; it is a major 
problem throughout Western Europe, with 
so-called experts arguing that ‘Europe’ should 
be prepared to do a deal with whoever makes 
the best products in the world. It is very 
unlikely that anyone would oppose the view 
that Japan and the USA lead the world in 
developing and applying new computer 


MODERN TECHNOLOGY: 


technology. International Management Con- 
sultant, Mr T. Woodward, has said: “The 
Japanese and the Americans are dedicated to 
being in Europe. But, unfortunately, before 
the end of the decade many of these marriages 
will end in divorce.” 

It is, of course, a matter of opinion as to 
whether such divorce would be unfortunate. 


‘THINKING’ COMPUTERS 


Computer scientists believe that ‘super- 
computers’ with artificial intelligence: the 
VAX - 11/780 computer nicknamed Kim 
No-Vax (after the fifties film star) is used at 
the University of California in a special 
branch of computer science known as Al 
(artificial intelligence). The objective is to 
get computers to think, “not just to manipu- 
late data, but to understand and remember, 
reason and form judgements.” This will give 
mankind greater advantage in science, 
technology and industry. It won't be long 
before computers that can deal in ideas 
will come into existence. What becomes 
particularly frightening, certainly in the 
opinion of this writer, is that when we look 
beyond the potential benefits to mankind, 
we can see, in the field of surveillance and 
warfare, that ‘thinking machines’ would give 
massive supremacy to the nation or ‘super- 
power’ first to develop them. The idea of a 
world policed by an international force 
equipped with computers for monitoring 
people’s movements must be a terrifying 
prospect for those who care to reflect on it, 
and yet how many people are aware that 
such power is already a reality? 

So, the race for computer supremacy is 
on, and so is the race for space supremacy 
by those governments which recognise an 
obligation to exploit new technology on the 
basis that “he who rules space will rule the 
earth!” In fact, an undeclared US—Soviet 
‘space war’ has been secretly going on for 
more than twenty years. Since the incident 
in 1960, when the U-2 spy plane was 


Contd. overleaf 
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brought down by a Soviet rocket, America 


has felt the desperate need to control the. 


‘high ground’ — Space. The ‘Star Wars’ 
‘system is in itself a cause for concern but 
=- the laser-weapons system planned for space, 

which will depend on ‘supercomputers’, has 
a potential which is terrifying to contemplate. 


SPACE RACE 


According to a US—Soviet Treaty signed 


in 1867, the stationing of ‘Weapons of Mass- 


Destruction’ in space is prohibited. Despite 
‘this a race is taking place between the US 
and Soviet military science departments: to 
develop sophisticated ‘charge particle’ beams 
and laser beams. What use is such a treaty if 
_ such lasers are orbiting the earth capable of 
= exploding nuclear missiles en route to target? 
The indiscriminately destructive effects, to 
ground and atmosphere, would not be 
reduced, although Dr E. Teller argues that 
“Important research is being conducted on 
systems to defend against incoming nuclear 
missiles”, and it will be possible to produce 
defence systems which could totally disarm 
the incoming missile without detonating it.” 

America believes that the Russians might 
have had a laser in orbit since 1983. So 
electronic satellites, which can listen in on 
telephone conversations, early warning space- 
craft conceivably capable of reaching the 
geosynchronous orbit above the earth, space 
stations which can be used for warfare, 
powerful spaceborne cameras — some experts 
believe that if you are at this moment sitting 
outside it is possible for such cameras 
actually to see the publication you are 
reading —are already in orbit. But the amazing 
new space telescope, which will orbit the 
earth at a nominal altitude of approximately 
320 miles, “will enable us to see seven times 
further into space than we have ever seen 
before. 

It seems evident, however, that each new 
development inevitably leads to a new 
problem. 

Modern science and technology offers 
great potential benefits to mankind and 
continually breaks through to dizzy new 
heights. The challenge to look for more and 
more solutions lies in the fact that the earth 
has great but limited possibilities. The world’s 
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population is undoubtedly increasing at an 


appalling rate, presenting ever greater 
problems of food shortages, environmental 
problems, housing problems, etc., and this 


. phenomenon has resulted from our advanced 


knowledge of industry, food production, 
medicines, etc. We appear to have started 
something that we do not know how to stop. 
Perhaps it will come as a welcome relief, 
especially to the liberal, that the problem of 
Over-population will not have to be solved 
by mankind. It is certain, and history will 
show, that nature and greed will take care of 
the problem. Revilo P. Oliver in 1977 
predicted: “The population of the world is 
going to be drastically reduced before the 
year 2000.” 

Space exploration has given birth to the 
idea that other life-supporting planets exist 
and maybe are so advanced in space research 
that earth is threatened by aliens from outer 
space. It was suggested by a Dutch acquaint- 
ance that perhaps the only hope for the 
salvation of the various races of mankind 
would be for them to unite in the face of 
such an alien invasion. But the greatest threat 
to the peoples of this world comes, not from 
any invasion by aliens from outer space, but 
from those of this world who seek its con- 
quest from the edge of space. Take away 
power from the minority who today have 
immense influence of control in world affairs 
and, such is their greed, they would plunge 
the world into yet another destructive war. 
A typical argument of the left is that, “if a 
large number of nuclear weapons were 
exploded, fall-out would pollute food and 
water supplies, making combatant countries 
uninhabitable. The spread of radioactive fall- 
out throughout the world would end life on 
earth.” 


FEAR NEUROSIS 


But, deliberately or unwittingly, the left 
gives assistance to the world-controllers who 
subjugate the peoples of the world by the 
policies of fear and the facade of nuclear 
blackmail. Such a war would end in irony if 
the greatest creators of civilisations were to 
be exterminated and the survivors were those 
primitives closest to nature. Ail the genius, 
all the creative superiority, all the wealth 
which could have benefitted those who 
worked for it, destroyed by greed so great 
that ordinary mortals may not conceive. 
What an irony if Mother Nature chose to 
protect the primitive tribes closest to her. 

The “missing dimension” of which | 


Find out about the British National Party 


spoke earlier came about when people in 
general chose to reject nature — all new 
scientific development until recently was 
regarded as a natural phenomenon — and 
chose to follow those who desired to go 
beyond the bounds of nature. The truth is 
we have failed to co-operate with natural 
laws; we ‘have turned our backs on religion, 
the basis of our culture; and nature, in one 
way or another, will redress the balance. It is 
in this knowledge that we can look beyond 
the bad news of today and see bright new 
hope for tomorrow. 


WORLD OF FREE NATIONS 


Now picture a world made up of individual 
homogeneous nations, each completely 
responsible for its own cultural, religious, 
economic and social development; a world 
in which responsible governments work 
together in a spirit of mutual co-operation. 
If mankind is ever to become unbound from 
the wheel of fate, the world has first to rid 
itself of the power-crazed clique who desire 
world conquest and world control. When 
the psychological weapon of ‘East—West 
confrontation’ — a smokescreen designed to 
enable the policies of fear to influence 
political decision making — has been removed, 
so will disappear the madness of nuclear 
blackmail. Facts are available in support of 
the analysis that global communism and 
global capitalism have always been working 
by different means to the same end. World 
war between East and West does not occur 
because governments seek to buy ‘peace’ at 
any price, and the people feel threatened. 
Take away the power of the global alliance, 
take away the threat of world war and the 
world will be a safer and happier place for 
future generations. 

Now picture a Britain in which there is no 
racial strife. Ficture a nation of proud people, 
healthy in mind and body, set free from the 
internationalist mentality and more product- 
ive in the creation of national wealth. A 
Nationalist government with a responsible 
attitude towards high-tech projects would 
ensure that the resources. at its disposal were 
made available in pursuance of much greater 
benefits for the British people. It is exciting 
to know that these things and many other 
human benefits are entirely possible, and a 
brilliant future is ensured once the British 
people take control of their own destiny. 
The cause of Nationalism, Patriotism, and 
Independence is indeed an honourable and 
noble cause. ae 
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